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CHURCH HISTORY. 


SYNOPSIS. 


INTRODUCTION TO CHURCH HISTORY. 


I. Subject of Church History. 


Inquire, first, What is the Idea of History ? secondly, What is the Idea 
of the Church? as each term is used in the phrase “ Church History.” 

$1. History.— Uses of the word “History.” Analysis of the Idea: 
Events occur in space and time; in a series; are to be studied in their 
causes; [Aristotle’s classification of causes; application of this division ; 
main use of it; “ bare ” fact, “ exact” fact, often not — the historical fact ;] 
in their development; [development — evolution; more than growth from 
a germ; general acceptance of the conception ; its fruitfulness, its nature, 
and some of its characteristics — a formal idea, denotes a process, not the 
subject, moving forces, nor specific end of the process; importance of re- 
taining the principle that events are to be studied in their causes; crit- 
icism of Dr. Shedd’s definition ; specific type of evolution given in history ; 
some of its marks —selection of ends, spiritual ideals, dependence and 
moral obligation, law and fact of sacrifice]. Definition. Distinguish His- 
tory from Chronicles; from Archaeology, from Biography. Different 
methods of writing History —their key. Define Narrative History ; 
Dramatic; Pragmatic; Idealistic; Religious. 

§ 2. Church. — Three terms to be considered: BagAcia, éxxAnoia, 
church (ro xuptaxcv). Why begin with the older? Characteristics in- 
dicated in Exodus xix. 3-6? General characteristics given in the New 
Testament. Inferences. Special Characteristics — The Principle, Goal, 
Visibility, Condition in the world, Law of Growth, of the Church. Defi- 
nition of the Subject of Church History. Definition of Church History. 

§ 3. Relation of Church History to other branches of Theology. 


II. Sources of Ckurch History. 
Definition of “‘Sources.” Classification. Three grounds of distinction. 


Classes thus obtained. Best method. 


III, Methods of Division and Arrangement of the Materials of 
Church History. 


§ 1. Three grounds of division. Three methods. Relative value of 
each. Method of Eusebius. Of the Mediaeval Historians. Of Baronius. 
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Of Flacius. Of Mosheim. Of Schrockh. Of Neander and Gieseler. 
Of later Historians, — Schaff, Kurz, Moller, Miiller. 

§ 2. Chronological Divisions — Nomenclature. A. Epochs. What con- 
stitutes an Epoch. The Eras of Church History. Corresponding Epochs. 
Reasons for adopting A.D. 750 as an Epochal year. Special treatment 
required by Western Christianity. Characterize the three Eras in re- 
spect to Geographical Sphere, Nationalities, the State, Polity, Doctrine, 
Ethics, Results. B. Periods.— Define the Periods into which the His- 
tory divides. 

§ 8. Rubrical Divisions. — Method of Neander. Of Dr. Schaff. How 
do we obtain the true grounds of Rubrical Division? Central Prin- 
ciple in Church History. Three Special Centres. Arrangement of the 
Materials: Three Parts; Three Rubrics for each Part. Apply these 
Rubrics to the Preparative Part; to the Constitutive Part; to Church 
Ilistory proper. 


IV. Value of Church History to the Theologian and Preacher. 
Method of Study. 


A HISTORY OF CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE; 


THE APPREHENSION OF THE CHRISTIAN 
FAITH AS TRUTH. 


INTRODUCTION. 


§ 1. Definition—Subject— Common meaning of the phrase “ Christian 
Doctrine.” New Testament use of the word doyya [Luke ii. 1; Eph. ii. 
15; Acts xv. 25, 28; xvi. 4]; Patristic; Mediaeval; Semler’s [dceypa= 
doga]; Hegelian; Harnack’s. Objective basis. [etayyéAuov, xypvypa 
dmooroAtkov |. Subjective basis. Authority. Form — Relation of déypa 
to xypvypa. Sphere— Where and how wrought out. Relation to the 
Church. Tests. Illustrate from Acts xv. 22-29. 

§ 2. Method.— Sketch of its history [Lange, Miinscher, (Murdock), 
Augusti, Baumgarten Crusius, Kliefoth, Engelhardt, Meier, Hagenbach, 
Strauss, Baur, Beck, Gieseler, Neander, Niedner, Schmid, Schwane, 
Shedd, Nitzsch, Thomasius, Sheldon, Harnack, Loofs]. Its Principle, 
Distribution of Materials. Chronological divisions. 
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THE ANCIENT ERA. 


THE ANCIENT CHURCH: FROM CLEMENT OF ROME 
TO JOHN OF DAMASCUS. A.D. 100-750. 


DIVISION I. 


THE APPREHENSION OF CHRISTIANITY AS TRUTH AS 
SHOWN IN THE CREED OF THE CHURCH AND IN ITS 
MAINTENANCE. 


BOOK I. 
THE CREED IN THE SECOND CENTURY. TO c. A.D. 220. 


CHAPTER I.— The Symbols. 


§ 1. Meaning of the phrase 76 ovpPodov. Similar use of the phrase 
“The Creed.” Origin of the early Baptismal Confessions.— Custom sug- 
gested by 1 Tim. vi. 12; Acts viii. 37. What implied in Acts ii. 88-41; 
x. 48; xviii. 8; xviii. 24—xix. 7; Matt. xxviii. 16-20; Didaché vii. 1-3 ? 
Form of the Confessions — On Jewish soil. Earliest Expansion. Later 
Symbols—as in the De Sacramentis, and c. A.D. 743°(Boniface) in Old 
Low German. What indicated as to very early expansion in the writings 
of Ignatius and Irenaeus? Contents and probable date of the Old Roman 
Creed. Relation to the other Western Symbols. The Eastern Symbols— 
Their variety, archetype, special characteristics (Harnack). Design and 
use of the Symbols — personal confession, relation to the xypvypua, spon- 
taneousness. Why expanded? Different methods in the East and West. 


CHAPTER II.— Conflicting Apprehensions of Christianity. 
I. Judaic Christianity. 


§ 2. Introductory. Jewish Christianity toc. A.D. 136.—Three Minor 
Periods. Three Phases in the first of these Periods. Success of Jewish 
Proselytism. Two Classes of Gentile adherents to Judaism. Series of 
facts by which the relation of pagan converts to the true Israel was 
brought before the Jewish Christian Church [Acts ii., viii, xi. 20, xiii. 
xiv. 23]. Question before the Council at Jerusalem [Acts xv.]. Signifi- 
cance of the cry for circumcision. Variety of motives combining to this 
demand— wevdadeAPoi, conditional necessity, prudential and missionary 
reasons. Position of the majority [Acts xi. 18, xv. 18, 14 (Aads) sgq., 
xxi. 20 (c. A.D. 58)]. Position of Paul [Acts xxi. 17-26, Gal. ii. 9, Rom. 
xi., Gal. iii. 28]. In what sense did Paulinism prevail? Epp. of the 


4 SYNOPSIS. 


Imprisonment. Special questions:—Did the decisions of the Council 
(Acts xv.) put Gentile Christians on the footing of Proselytes of the Gate ? 
Did it require social union? How farapplicable? Probable explanation 
of the long tenure of Jewish observances in the Church of Jerusalem. 
Characteristics of the Second Minor Period. Influence of the destruction 
of Jerusalem. Neander’s opinion. In what particular questionable. Out- 
line of the history during the Third Minor Period. 

§ 3. Ebionism. — Patristic notices. From whose time regarded as he- 
retical? Gieseler’s division. Three classes of Ebionites now discrimi- 
nated. Epiphanius’s Nafwpaior. Jerome's Nazaraei (Hebionitae, Hebi- 
onitarum socii). Can this party be historically traced to the primitive 
church at Jerusalem (Pella)? Insufficiency of the evidence to prove 
the continuous existence of a Nazarene sect. Probable way in which 
this party became separated from the Catholic Church and identified with 
the Ebionites. Ata@jxat rav 1B! marpiapyav. Characteristics of the 
Ebionites (Efwwvatc:). By whom first mentioned. Origin of the name 
(793%). Relation to Jewish Christianity. When did this party become 
a sect? Locality, numbers, and influence. Vhilosophising Ebionism — 
Other names. Which preferred. Sources of information respecting it. 
Probable allusion to it in Col. ii. 8-28. Combination of theosophy, Jew- 
ish ordinances and asceticism, all with a practical aim. Further traces in 
the tenets and practices of the Elkesaites. Probable origin of the name 
("92 >°m). Oriental, Essene, and Christian elements in the book El- 
kesai. Rejection of sacrifices and parts of the Old Testament. Obliga- 
tion of circumcision and the law. Their Christology. Compared with that 
of the vulgar Ebionites. The Clementines. Aim and method of this 
species of Ebionism. Resemblance to those of Neo-Platonism. Result. 
Estimate of the influence of Ebionism. Its duration. 


II. Gnosticism. 


§ 4. Origin and General Characteristics.—Conquests of Alexander [B.C. 
836-323]. Fusion of opinions. Inquiry awakened. Participation. Aim 
of pre-Christian Gnosticism. Two-fold influence of Christianity upon it. 
Aim of Christian Gnosticism. Its Theosophic character. Its conception 
and treatment of the gospel. Questions with which it dealt. In what 
respect justifiable? Its three-fold mistake — as to the essence of Christi- 
anity and the relation of knowledge to faith; its treatment of the his- 
torical facts of Christianity; the control of its Christian materials by 
foreign conceptions. Its eclecticism. Its Dualism. Its Method. 

§ 5. Particular Tenets of Gnosticism.—(Statement by Nitzsch). Its 
doctrine of the Divine Nature; its dualism (vAy); origin of the sensible 
world; separation of a Former from the true God; personified Powers 
or Aeons — their office ; man and his sin — three principles, three classes, 
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basis of each, attainment of each; Redemption ---its nature; the Redeemer ; 
the historic Christ— docetic treatment of his humanity; treatment of 
Scripture. [Note on its historical course. Principle of classification 
adopted by Neander; by Baur. Criticism. Hilgenfeld’s attempt to trace 
a development through three stadia — Semitic, Hellenic, Catholicising]. 
Period of conflict with Gnosticism. Character of the contest. 


Ill. Reactionary or Refurmatory Movements. 


§ 6. Montanism.—A. Its external history.— Montanus; date and lo- 
cality of his appearance; his claim; reception ; followers [Priscilla, Maxi- 
milla]; immediate and secondary results. Judgment passcd upon Mon- 
tanism by the Churches of Asia Minor. In the extant Christian litera- 
ture of the Second Century. By Neander. Separation from the Church. 
Duration. Tertullian’s connection with Montanism. Personal character- 
istics favorable to its acceptance. His principal Montanistic writings 
[De Corona Milttis, De Virginibus Velandis, De Fuga in Persecutione, 
De Monogamia, De Jejuniis, De Pudicitia]. Chief tenets and characteristic 
of Montanism as exhibited in Tertullian’s writings.—Its doctrine of Proph- 
ecy. How were its revelations received and delivered? [Montanus’s 
figure of a lyre; Tertullian’s phraseology, amentia, excidat sensu] Rela- 
tion to the pagan divination (savrucy) and to Philo’s theory of Hebrew 
prophecy [ore pév yap his érudpwe 76 Oeiov, dverar 76 avOpuivov, Gre 
5 éxetvo Sve, tour’ dvicye cal dvaréAve. ... Aca rovro 7 dros Tov 
Aoytopovd Kat TO wept aitov oKéros, exotagw Kai Oeoddpyrov paviay 
éyévvyce]. Position of early opponents of Montanism [7apa 70 kata 
mapddoot Kat Kata Sadoynv avudey ris éxxAyoias Cos CnOev xpcpyrer- 
ovra.— AX’ Gye Wevdorpodyrys év wapexotace ... Kataotpéeduwv Ee 
eis dxovovov paviay Wuyis. ... Tovroy 5¢ tov rpomov, ore TWa TOV KATA 
THv wadaay oUTe TOV KOTO THY KaWHV TVvEevpaTtohopybEevTa TmpogdyTHV 
detga Suvyjoorrat, ovre "AyaBov, ovre "Iotdav, ore Zidav, ovre ras Brriz- 
wou Ovyarépas ... odre 54 reas dAXovs pydey avrois mpoonKovTas Kav- 
Knoovtat, — delv yap elvat 76 mpopytixoy xdpiopa év rdog TH éxxAnoia. 
féxpt THs TeXcias mapovoias, 6 dmdaroAos agiot: GAA’ otx ‘dv exorev 
Seifar, teccapecxawdéxatov Sn mov TotTo Eros dd THs MagmiAdAys 
TeAetrns|. Later writers [Clem. Alex., Origen]. Continuance of the 
new Prophecy as a characteristic of the (spiritual) church [Et ideo 
ecclesia quidem delicta donabit; sed ecclesia spiritus per spiritalem 
hominem, non ecclesia numerus episcoporum]. Design of the new rev- 
elations. Doctrine of the church. Of the millenial kingdom. Of the 
requirements of Christian life. C. General conceptions which * underlie 
Montanism. — Relation of the supernatural or spiritual in Christianity 
to the natural; Conditions of religious progress; Nature of Christian 
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Ethics; the Church. D. The more important relations of Montanism 
to the general history of the church — Time of its appearance, marks 
a boundary line, trust in the truth, recognition of the rights of reason ; 
a reformatory reaction against the progress of eccesiastical consolidation ; 
its inefficiency as a reform, reason for this, forms in which its ideas appear 
in the Papacy; probable good results. 

§ 7. Marcionism.—Ways of apprehending Christianity thus far studied 
—faith in a personal divine revelation ; from the point of view of national 
Judaism ; theosophic and rationalistic; supernaturalistic. Distinctive 
aim of Marcionism. Relation to Judaism. What element of Gnosticism 
retained. Difference from{ Gnosticism. Likeness and unlikeness to 
Montanism. Its method of reform. Jts Founder — probable source of 
Epiphanius’s statements [Hippolytus’s Syntagma]. Marcion’s early his- 
tory. His excommunication. Probable cause. Transactions at Rome- 
Dispute on Matt. ix. 17, 16. Result. Inferences. Marcion’s threat. 
Ilis activity in spreading his opinions [xara wav yévos c. 140-150 A.D.] 
Residence at Rome [sub Aniceto, c. A.D. 154-165]. Class of persons 
whom he sought to influence. His method—the Antitheses, Bible, 
churches. His relation to Cerdon, his early asceticism [pova{wy] and 
probable Gnosticism; Motive of the latter; appropriation of Cerdon’s 
teaching; Marcion’s superiority [Marcion episcupus meus fuit]. Prince 
ples and method of his reformation — What included in his ‘AvriOéces 
and in his Canon? [is fundamental question. His reasoning upon Luke 
vi. 48 and Isa. xlv. 7, and conclusion. His conception of Christ. Of His 
revelation [unam et hospitam divinitatem in Christo suo revelatam]. 
Common statement of his doctrine of God. Criticism. Two Messiahs. 
Relation of Jesus Christ to the Creator of the world and its order. His 
entrance into the world. His body. His death. Harnack’s interpreta- 
tion. Tertullian’s [nihil enim pagsus est, qui non vere est passus; vere 
autem pati phantasma non potuit. Eversum est igitur totum dei opus. 
Totum Christiani nominis et pondus et fructus, mors Christi, negatur]. 
Person of Christ. Resurrection. Reversal of the common opinion as to 
those saved by Christ in Hades. Church discipline. Epiphanius’s testi- 
mony to its extension. Tertullian’s language [plerisque nec notum]. 
By whom combated. Itsstrength. Celsus’ implied comparison [ Zadas ye 
Tov dT peyaAns éxxAnotas ToUTO dpoAcyovvrwv |. Causes of its success 
—the ferment of thought, antipathy to Judaism [Celsus’ taunt], Mar- 
cion’s personality, his Bible, his exaltation of Christ, his care for the 
masses. His Judaizing conception of God. His movement not a critical 
reaction. Basis of his Biblical revision. With whom was the historical 
sense of the time? His need of Hellenism. 


wan 
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CHAPTER III.— The Apprehension of Christianity as con- 
ditioned by the foregoing Oppositions. 


§ 8. The Rules of Faith. —[% mtorts (received by the church rapa tov 
drooréAwy Kai trav éxetvoy pabytav) ; To Kypvypa THs GAnOetas ; H ma- 
pddoots; 6 Kavov THs GAyOelas axdwys; THS ovens éxxAnoias acs 
piav kal ryv avryy tiotw éxovons eis mavTd Tov KOcpOV ; ordo traditio- 
nis quam [apostoli] tradiderunt iis quibus committebant ecclesias; illa 
vetus apostolorum traditio; 6 Kavwy éxxAyotaoricds; regula fidei]. 
Character and scope of the Rules. Their design. Their Relation to 
public teaching, education, and theology. Testimony of Irenaeus, Clem- 
ent of Alexandria, Origen. Their relation to the Baptismal Confessions. 
General doctrinal significance of the Symbols and Rules— Beginnings of 
a formulated church doctrine; evidence of what was deemed essential 
and unchangeable; of the estimate put upon the facts of Christianity ; 
testimony to them; method of the church’s defense against Gnosticism ; 
faith grounded in revelation; effect upon interpretation of facts; rec- 
ognition of the spiritual authority of the gospel; general judgment of 
the importance, character, and function of the church ; of the fundamen- 
tal relation of the doctrine of the Trinity to Christian life, creeds, and 
theology. 

§ 9. The Old Catholic Theology as developed in opposition to Heresy. — 
Leading Representatives. Their relation to the Symbols and the Rules 
of Faith. Prominence given to the doctrine of the Person of Christ, 
especially his Divinity. Use of the Logos doctrine. Ultimate questions 
raised by Ebionism and Gnosticism. Answer of the Church. Its method. 
Answer and method of the Old Catholic theology. Influence upon the 
spirit of ecclesiastical unity. Position taken by Clement of Alexandria. 
Influence upon the conviction that Christianity is a dogmatic faith, and 
that the Church should maintain and develop this faith. Leibnitz’s dis-' 
tinction between the Jewish and Christian and the other religions. Quali. 
fication of his remark. How state the doctrinal supremacy of Christianity 
in fact and in principle. Elements it provides for doctrinal development 
(facts, interpretation, experience — individual and collective, the living 
and abiding Revelation). Effort to determine the sources of Christian 
knowledge. Central position given to faith. Two conceptions of faith 
and of Christianity beginning to appear. In what systems do they become 
fixed and predominant? Clement of Alexandria’s conception of faith — 
distinct from the Gnostic, formula from Isai. vii. 9 Sept., mistake as to 
the characteristic element in faith, as to the goal of faith, as to the kind 
of knowledge most to be prized, later practical result. Tertullian’s ap- 
prehension of Christianity and of faith—the De Praescriptione haereti- 
corum, terms used (nova lex, disciplina; Fides in regula posita est, habens 
legem et salutem in observatione legis). Truth (Isai. ii. 3 quoted by T.) 
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and errors in his conception of the gospel. Method of the Apostolic 
preaching (Acts ii, iii., xiii. 32). Later development in} Latin Christi- 
anity. Error common to both the Greek and Latin types. Explanation 
of the formal difference. Chief causes of the appearance of this error. 


Note on the Problem of the Old Catholic Church. 


Characteristics of the type of Christianity denoted by the phrase ‘the 
Old Catholic Church.’ The Problem to be solved. By whom first defi- 
nitely raised and discussed. Preceding approaches (Madgeburg Centu- 
riators, the Socini, Neander, Baur). Statement and criticism of Ritschl’s 
theory. Summary—Thcories of origin [‘a Fall*] not sustained. Basis of 
doctrinal develoyment. Rise of the Episcopate. Intimate connection 
between the two developments, the doctrinal and political. Two ten- 
dencies. Restraints upon externalism and legalism. Causes of exposure. 
Sacerdotalism came in later. 


BOOK II. 
SOURCES OF KNOWLEDGE OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH. 


§ 10. Preliminary.—Scope of the Subject. Method of Treatment. Two 
implications — source of Christian Faith in divine revelation; this com- 
municated in a normative teaching. Four questions to be considered. 


CHAPTER I.— Recognized Sources. 


§ 11. Testimony prior to A.D. 125.— Epistle of Clement — Date (c. 
A.D. 96). Predominant use of the Old Testament. Additional source 
and rule of faith recognized — the Christian faith embodied in Christ and 
illustrious examples, an anterior teaching (James(?), Peter, Paul, He- 
brews), the words and commandments of Christ, teaching and appoint- 
ments of the Apostles, extra-canonical Scripture. Episile of Barnabas — 
Dace (79?) Use of the O.T. Function and authority of the Apostles. 
The writer's authority in comparison. Quotation [as yéypamrat, moAAot 
KAytot, dAtyou 8& éxxAexroi]. Significance of the formula of citation. 
Conclusion as to source of the citation, recognized authority of the implied 
ypapy, degree of Scriptural authority dependent on that of the writer of 
the ypady. Possible relation to a new Canon. Acquaintance with 
Epistles in our Canon. The Didaché— Date (c. A. D. 100, or a little 
later). Coincidences in matter with Matthew’s and Juke’s Gospels, 
teaching of John (Gospel and 1 Ep.), canonical Epistles. Insufficiency 
of the argument from the words 70 etayyéAvov. What assumed by the 
writer as to the existence of a recognized authority. Probability as 
to its having a written form, ard as to its use in(the churches. The 
Epistles. of Ignatius — Date (c. 110). His primary authority. Ccm- 
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mission of the Apostles. His own position in comparison. Assumes 
acquaintance of Christians with Christ’s words and deeds, and with 
Apostolic instructions. Source not defined. Doctrines referred to per- 
sons. Usual antithesis. Does he refer to a written Gospel? Sugges- 
tions of the words, mporgvyav Te evayyeXiy as capxi Iycod Kai rots 
arocroXots ws mpeoBurepiw éxxAnoias. Kal ros mpopyras, K.T.A. 
Three implications. First stage of the Canon. Second stage foreshad- 
owed. Is it entered on? Two pertinent facts — existence and general 
use in given localities of many N.T. books. The Epistle of Polycarp 
to the Philippians— Date. Numerous indications of Apostolic writings. 
Comparison with Paul. Probable quotation from Ephesians as Scripture. 
Use of the word eidcres in connection with use of words from Eph., 1 
Tim., and Gal. Two facts indicated.— use in churches, collection of Epp. 
Argument from the zeal of the Philippians to obtain copies of Ignatius’s 
letters. Phrase from an unknown source introduced by the word «iddres. 
Summary — How Christianity started ; the Old Testament; the words of 
Christ ; use of a Gospel represented by our First; the Epistolary teaching 
of Apostles; what Epistles recognized; Apostolic authority; use of Apos- 
tolic writings in Christian worship ; centres and countries; limitation, as 
to extent of use, of the conclusion ; absence of allusion to a new Canon ; 
extra-canonical Scriptural citations, but none — with possibly one excep- 
tion —from a Christian document ; beginnings of a collection. 

§12. Testimony prior to c. A.D.150. Papias. Date of his Acytwy 
Kuptaxav “Efnyjoews (c. A.D. 185, 130-140). What included in the 
terms Adyia, ra AeyOévra. xai ra rpayOevra. Trust in his text. Ultimate 
purpose in learning what the elders said. No disparagement of any Gos- 
pel then in use in the churches. His language apologetic. Probable 
reference in the phrase ra éx trav BiBAiwv. What to be excluded in its 
interpretation— the O.T.; (the text on which he commented; what 
was attested by the Apostles and other first disciples, or those that im- 
mediately followed). His remark limited by his purpose — interpreta- 
tion. Relates to other interpretaticns. Probable reason for his expla- 
nation, and what this implies. The Second Epistle of Clement [An 
Ancient Homily ”]. Date (A.D. 120-160, probably before the middle 
of the second century). Encratite leaning of the author. Use of a 
non-Caronical Gospel. Formula of citation (érépa 5€ ypady Aéyet). 
Reference of ‘‘a loose quotation from Luke vi. 32, 35,” to ra Ayia Tov 
@eov. Import of the words, ra BiBAia xat of ardcroAot. Interpretation 
favored by nature of the subject adduced [ry éxxAnoiay ob viv elvat, 
GAG dvwhev]. Justin Martyr. Date (c. 150, c. 150-165). Use of synop- 
tic matter. Memorabilia, Gospels, description of their authors, their 
authority and sufficiency, faith of Christians in them (miorevocavres péypt 
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tov droOvycKev), reliance upon their accuracy in Justin’s argument with 
Trypho. Association of the apostles with the prophets as respects writ- 
ings in the Christian Sunday assemblies. Apparent elements of a Gospel 
Canon. Does Justin refer to the Gospels merely as trustworthy history, 
and not as sacred writings? His conception of Apostolic authority. 
Objections from his reliance upon fulfilled prophecy and method of using 
the Gospels. Insufficiency of these objections. Basilides (A.D. 125-140), 
Valentinus (c. 140-160, 167) — Confirm previous results. Indication. by 
Basilides of a Gospel Canon [76 Aeydpevor ev Trois evayyeAlots|. Formula 
used in quoting from Pauline Epistles. Marcion (c. 140). His Canon 
[two BiBAo, ro ebayyéAtoy'(?), To drooroAtKev]. Books included. Ques- 
tion debated [Did he revise, or originate, a Canon?]. The issue not well 
taken. In what sense may Marcion’s Canon be said to be the first known 
N.T. Canon? Did he first ay peal to Scriptural authority, or form a 
collection of Apostolic and Evangelical writings, or treat them as Saercd 
Scripture? Principle by which his Canon was formed. Different prin- 
ciples operative in the formation of the Church’s Canon. Wider appli- 
cation of M's. Scriptural rule. Gereral law under which the Catholic 
Canon grew and became definite. Summary of results. Agreement of 
the churches as to the new source of divine teaching in the testimony 
of Jesus and his Apostles; the fundamental principle recognized of an 
extensicn of the Canon beyond the O. T. Scriptures. Apostles co-ordi- 
nated with proyhets; Association of the Gorpels with O. T. Scripture ; 
Episths quoted as 7 ypapy. Light reflected upon the earlier views by 
the later. Violation of historic probability in the theory that the Cancn 
was a sudden formation. | 

§ 13. 150-c. 200 (220). More careful and formal recurrence to Apos- 
tolic teaching and authority. Representative men in whose writings this 
appears. Use made by them of the Gospels and Epistles. Their ultimate 
test of doctrine. Fulness of Apostolic Inspiration. Main principle by 
which the Church was guided in defining its new Canon. The Canon the 
result of a historic process. Other influences than that of Apostolicity. 
A traditional reason — inheritance from early times, personal association 
with one or more Apostles, use in the churches. Influence of Montan- 
ism and Gnosticism in promoting a determination of, and resort to, Apos- 
tolic testimony, and the recognition of Canonicity. Principles on which 
the new Canon rested [Apostolicity, Inspiration, Catholicity]. Boundaries 
historically determined, not merely logically nor finally. Contents of tke 
Canon. Variations as to extent. Collective terms :— For the Scriptures 
as a whole: (7 ypagdy), ai ypadat, ai Oeiar “ypadal, iepa ypdppara, ai 
Kuptaxat ypadai, (6 Kuptakds Adyos), (ds 6 vdpos Knptooe Kal of rpod7- 
TOL Kat G KUptos), Of mpcHyrat Kal of drdaroAot, y StaOyxy 7 waAata Kat 
7 véa (kaw), scripturae, prophetae et apostoli, prophetiae et evangelia, 
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lex; For the Gospels: 7a edayyeAtkad, (6 Kvpios) (TO evayyéAwov), evan- 
gelia; For the Epistles: ta dwooroAtka, ot ddoroXo, apostoli; For the 
New Testament, or including the New Testament: 7a etayyeAuca Kat 7a 
drooToAukd (cf. 6 vopos Kat ot mpopyrat) of droaroAot (cf. of tpopyrat), 
iepa ypdppara, ot BiBrou ai aya, 7 SiabyKy 7 véa (awn), evangelia et 
apostoli, instrumentum, testamentum novum. [O.T. Canon in the East 
and in the West. ] 

[§ 00. c. A.D. 200-c. 400 (405) The Muratorian Fragment. The Syrian 
New Testament. Opinions and influence of Origen. Statement of Euse- 
bius. The Canon of Cyril of Jerusalem. Athanasius. Gregory of Nazian- 
zus. Epiphanius. Chrysostom. Theodore. Councils — Laodicea (A. D. 
ce. 863), Can. 59, Can. 60(?); Carthage III. (A.D. 397), Can. 47; Car- 
thage IV. (A.D. 419), Can. 24; (Quinisextum, A.D. 692), Can. 2. Letter 
of Innocent I. (A.D. 405). Influence of Jerome and Augustine]. 


CHAPTER II. Tradition. 


§ 14. The Idea of Tradition in the Ancient Church. — Provision in the 
Apostolic Age for the transmission of the Christian Faith. Meaning of 
the phrases zapddoots drrocroAKy, ecclesiastica predicatio, traditio, etc., 
in the writings of Irenaeus, Tertullian, and Origen. Three characteris- 
tics of Tradition. How distinguished from Scripture? From the early 
Creeds? The Gnostic Idea of Tradition. The Alexandrian. Subsequent 
modifications of the Idea of Tradition in the Ancient Church — Change 
in the relative influence of its three clements; The Rule of St. Vincent; 
Change in the conception of the Authority of the Church. 


CHAPTER III.— Criteria of the Purity of the transmitted 
Teaching. 


§ 15. Special Tests—Locality ; Transmission through few and well as- 
certained descents; Consent of independent Apostolic churches. Appli- 
cation of this doctrine of Tradition in determining the Canon —a dogmatic 
test, yet not divorced from history. 


? 


Note on Irenaeus’s use of the Roman Tradition [Sed quoniam valde 
longum est in hoc tali volumine omnium ecclesiarum enumerare successi- 
ones; maximae et antiquissimae et omnibus cognitae, a gloriosissimis 
duobus apostolis Petro et Paulo Romae fundatae et constitutae ecclesiae, 
eam quam habet ab apostolis traditionem ... indicantes, confundimus 
omnes eos qui... praeterquam oportet colligunt. Ad hanc enim eeclesiam 
propter potentioram principalitatem necesse est omnem convenire eccle- 
siam, hoc est, cos qui sunt undique fideles, in qua semper ab his, qui sunt 
undique, conservata est ea quae est ab apostolis traditio]. 
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CHAPTER IV.—Scripture and Tradition — their relative 
Authority and Use. 


§ 16. Zhe First Period.— State of the question as respects Doctrine. 
For what purposes was oral Tradition preferred to written? Use of Tra- 
dition in matters of ritual. Instances in which appeal is made from usage 
to the Scriptures. 

§ 17. The Second and Third Periods.— Prevalent opinion respecting 
(a) The agreement of Scripture and Tradition; (b) ‘The sufficiency and 
final authority of the Scriptures. Occasion for emphasizing this authority. 
Use of dogmatic Tradition in controversy with Heretics. Form in which, 
from the time of Leo the Great, dogmatic Tradition became authorita- 
tive. Relation of this Tradition to the Scriptures. In what way, at first, 
was Tradition made co-ordinate with the Scriptures? 


CHAPTER Y.— Use of the Scriptures in the Ancient Church. 


§ 18. Opinion of Gieseler. Use in Public Worship. To whom com- 
mended by Irenaeus. The Apologists. What explanation given by Origen 
of the plainness of their style? Exhortations of Chrysostom. Versions. 
Copies of the Scriptures. Cost. Causes which gradually withdrew the 
Scriptures from the Laity in the West. In the East. 

[§ 00. Interpretation. ] 


BOOK III. 


THE MAINTENANCE OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH IN ITS RELATION 
TO OTHER RELIGIONS. 

§ 19. Preliminary. — Meaning of “ Apology.” [dmoAoyia, apologia, 
apologeticus (sc. liber)]. Theological use of the term. ‘Twofold necessity 
for “ Apologies.” Period designated by the title “the Age of Apologet- 
ics” (Hagenbach). Special interest of the carly Apologies. Method of 
the Lectures. 


CHAPTER I.—The First Period. 


§ 20. The Argument with Judaism.—A. The Attack and the Defence.— 
Central point of the controversy. Jewish objections to Christianity. 
Replies of the Apologists. B. The positive argument and counter-attack 
made by the Apologists. Two main positions. 

§ 21. The Argument with Heathenism.— Its wider scope than that 
with the Jews (Question of a special revelation ; popular prejudices — 
social, political, religious ; schools of philosophy). Zhe Pagan Aitack and 
the Defence. — Chief points (Baur). Peculiar force to the heathen mind 
of the objection derived from the recent origin of Christianity. Reply of 
the Apologist. Pagan objections to a special divine revelation. Position 
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taken by Origen in reply, Celsus’s Naturalism. Origen’s Teleology. 
On what was it seen that the question of a special revelation hinges ? 
Pagan objections to the teachings and spirit of Christianity. Replies. 
Pagan criticism of the Founder of Christianity and the evangelical history. 
Special point of attack. Criticism of the account of Jesus’ miraculous 
birth. Origen’s reply. Of Jesus’ Passion. Reply. Of the Resurrec- 
tion. What Parallelisms were attempted and for what purpose? With 
what does Origen connect the proof of Jesus’ Miracles? Concession 
implied in the attempt of the New Platonists to exalt Apollonius and 
Pythagoras as moral reformers. Apologetic value of the later Pagan 
attack. Pagan objection to the methods in which Christianity recruited 
itself. ‘To its evil influence on the empire. Replies. 

§ 22. Positive arguments for Christianity employed. — Mr. Bolton’s clas- 
sification [Antecedent Probability, Antiquity, Prophecy, Miracles, Rea- 
sonableness of Doctrine, Superior Morality, Success of the Gospel]. Man- 
ner in which there arguments are presented. Their influence. What 
argument most favored? Why? Position of the argument from the 
Conduct of Christians and the Morality of the Gospel. Reason why the 
argument from miracles was not made more prominent. Chief labor of 
the Apologist in respect to the miracles of Jesus. Was the credibility of 
the early testimony to Jesus’s miracles universally conceded (Dr. Wood- 
ham)? Opinions of Mr. Lecky and the author of “Supernatural Reli. 
gion” as to the influence of the argument from miracles. Criticism. 
Special apologetic significance of erorcisms. How was tho reasonableness 
of Christianity shown? Tertullian’s view of the spontaneous testimony 
of the soul. Justin Martyr's application of the Logos doctrine. Attitude 
of the Apologists toward the popular religions. Three theories held re- 
specting the mythological deities. To which do the Apologists incline? 
Reasons for a more conciliatory attitude toward the pagan philosophy. 
Points of contact and antagonism between Christianity and Stoicisem. 
Between Christianity and Platonism. In what particulars did the Apolo- 
gists show that Philosophy is insufficient? Difference betwcen the Greek 
and Latin Apologists in their estimate of Philosophy. 


CHAPTER II.— The Second Period. 


| § 23. Julian and Cyril of Alexandria — Julian’s books against the 
Gospels and the Christian Religion— When and where written? How 
preserved ? Their scope and spirit. Basis of attack. Special objections 
urged. His view of the particularisin of Judaism. Of distinctions of race. 
Of the origin of belief in the Deity of Christ. Cyril's reply to this repre- 
sentation. Julian’s inconsistency. 

§ 24. New character af Christian Apologetics of this period. — Names 
and works which mark its advance [Eusebius: Hporapacxevy evayyeucy 
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(Praeparatio evangelica), 'Arodegéis etayy. (Demonstralio evang.), Theo- 
phania; Athanasius: Aoyos xara “EAAqvev (Contra Gentes), Lept ris 
évavOpurnoews tov Adyou (De Incarnatione Verbi); Augustine: De 
Civitate Dei]. Common aim of these works. Athanasius’s method. - Ea- 
sebius’s. Tlow does he explain the truth to be found in the Heathen 
Religions? Mow vindicate the peculiar claims of Christianity ? Origin 
and scope of the De Civitate Dei. Its argument. Significance of the new 
Apologetics as respects the view taken of human history, of the external 
world, of personality, of a universal need of redemption, of the chief prob- 
lem of philosophy (Windelband). Its testimony to the impression left by 
Jesus of Nazareth ([bid). 

§ 24. Augustine’s Doctrine of Miracles.— His definition of a miracle, 
Modern advocates and theory of the relative nature of miracles. How 
does Augustine discuss the subject of miracles? Proofs that his doctrine 
exceeds that of relative miracles. Nitzsch’s summary. What miracles 
does Augustine accept? His view of the aim of miracles. How was the 
credibility of miracles assailed in his day? ow does he meet the objec- 
tion that they are inexplicable events? That they are singular? That 
they are contrary to nature ? 


CHAPTER III.—The Third Period. 
§ 25. Judaism. Islamism.— Leading writers against Judaism. Object 
of Jnlian’s De Demonstratione A etatis sertac. Mode of computation. Apol- 
ogies against Islamism. ; 


BOOK IV. 
THE MAINTENANCE AND DEVELOPMENT OF TIE CHRISTIAN FAITH 
UNDER QUESTIONINGS AND ATTACKS CHIEFLY FROM WITHIN 
THE CHURCH. 


Il. THE DOCTRINE OF GOD. 
Tltoredw eis Oeov rarépa mavroxparopa: Kal eis Xpiotov Inoviv; 
(rov) viov abrov tov povoyery, Tov Kipiov yuav: Kai eis (7d) dytov 


TVEULG. 


CHAPTER I.— General Doctrine of the Divine Existence and 
Nature. 


§ 26. AMlan’s Knowledge of God apart from a special revelution. — Occa- 
sions which early arose for the discussion of this subject — conciliatory 
position towards philosophy [ev ye, & TAdrwv, éragacat ris dAnOeias], 
apologetic reasons, Gnosticiem (Marcionism), Manichacism, connection 
between the gencral and special revelation, interest of Christian faith. 
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Positions taken in respect to man’s capacity to know God; his depend- 
ence for this knowledge on revelation; a revelation of God in conscious- 
ness; the influence of sin upon this original knowledge; the sinner’s need 
of special divine aid; a revelation in nature. Arguments for the divine 
existence. | 

§ 27. The Christian Conception of God. — Its statement in the carliest 
known Church confession. Expansion of the first article by Irenaeus and 
others [Tov werounxéra Tov ovpavoy Kal THY yijv Kal Tas Gaddooas Kai 
mdvta ta év abrots|. Of the second article [rov oravpedérta trip tis 
nperépas awrypias|. Contact with Hellenic Philosophy thereby [problem 
of the relation between God and the world]. Stage of this Philosophy 
_ when met by Christianity. Characteristic of it in its first stage [natural- 
istic]. In its second stage [ethical, logical, dualistic]. In its third stage 
[religious]. Two paths opened [God the prime mover, immanent, — Stoi- 
cism; or absolute, transcendent, emanations]. Religious failure of Stoi- 
cism. Testimony of Justin Martyr. Failure of emanationism to overcome 
the old dualism. Growth of a sense of ethical separation from God. 
Changes in the conception of vAy [Platonic, Aristotelian, Manichaean]. 
Philo [need of mediation]. Neo-Platonism. Tendency to think God 
away from the world, and from the knowable and communicable. Strength 
of this factor. Its appearance in Christian literature. Inheritance by the 
primitive Church from Judaism of areligious monotheism. Its charac- 
teristics. Its relation to the Christian conception of God. Problem set 
before Jewish monotheism by the coming of Christ. Question raised for 
the Church as inheriting this monotheism. Its early appearance [John vi., 
Ebionism, 1 Clement, Hermas]. Two Ways of construing the oneness of 
God as related to Christ. [Jewish Apochrypha]. Influence of Oriental 
systems. Possible development of Hellenism distinct from those already 
noticed [identification of God with the world ; separation from the world 
(metaphysical exaltation and disjunction ; ethical transcendence) ] viz., a 
personal, spiritual apprehension of God. Platonism and Aristotelianism 
indicate this result as theoretically possible. Was it so practically ? How 
was this result actually brought about? Christ the Saviour of Platonism 
and Aristotelianism, as well as of Jewish Monotheism. Ilow dces tle 
doctrine of God as Father Alinighty, Creator of the Universe, first ecme 
before us [Faith in a divine Revealer, 1 Cor. i. 21, ii. 5, Roman Symbol, 
Justin Martyr]? Reaction of its environment upon the Christian con- 
ception. Two inherited tendencies inconsistent with the Christian concep- 
tion [the materialistic, the spiritualistic]. How resisted? Clcment’s max- 
im [Ei roivw . . . daoppipwpev Eavrors eis TO péyeOos rod Xprorév]. 
Unity and completeness of the Christian conception. | 

§ 28. Divine predicates and attributes.— Arguments for the unity of 
the divine nature For its spirituality. General method followed in 
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considering the attributes. Absence of systematic treatment. Appre- 
hension of the Eternity of God. Of His Omnipresence — év zaou pev core 
Kara TH éavrov dyadornta cai dvvapu, tw 5¢ trav rdvrwy wdéAw éorl 
xara tHv iiav diow ;— Sed sic est Deus per cuncta diffusus, ut non sit 
qualitas mundi, sine labore regens, et sine onere continens mundum. Non 
tamen per spatiam locorum, quasi mole diffusa, ... sed in solo coelo totus, 
et in sola terra totus, et in coelo et in terra totus, et nullo contentus locc, 
sed in seipgo ubique totus]. Of his Omnipotence. Limitations generally 
accepted. Further limitation advocated by Origen. Augustine’s state- 
ment. Defect. [Omniscience. Justice. Goodness.] New quality and 
power given to the attributes by the religious apprehension of God as 
Father, Son, and Spirit. 


CHAPTER II.— The Divinity of Christ. 

Kai eis Xpurrov ‘Iyooiv, (tov) viov atrod tov povoyery, Tov Kiptov 
jp. 

§ 29. Introductory. — Distinctive place and importance of this topic in 
the dcctrinal history of the Ea:ly Church. Its relation to the develop- 
ment of the doctrine of the Trinity. Three parts into which the develop- 
ment divides. The Principle of Doctrinal Development. Its importance 
in estimating the Ante-Nicene Theology. Starting point. Point of view 
from which the development is to be regarded. Implied standard of 
criticism. 

§ 80. The faith of the Sub-A postolic Church in Christ as a divine Saviour 
and Lord. —1 Clement — Source, bearers. Purpose and burden of this 
letter. Training of its writer. Conditions under whieh distinctively 
Christian conceptions appear. Theircentre and life. Influence of the rev- 
elation in Christ upon the conception of God’s sovereignty (6 deordrys), 
the divine transcendence, sacrificial love. Implication. Direct evidence. 
Pre-existence of Christ and his relation to human weakness, efficacy of his 
death, his Lordship, the sphere and standard of piety, Mediator, the 
doxologies, “the Sceptre of the Majesty of God,” associated with God and 
the Holy Spirit in invocation, and as the faith and hope of the elect 
[S97 yap 6 Oeds wai Ly 6 xipwos Iycots Xpioros xat 76 mvetpa To dypoy, 
9 Te wiorts Kai 4% éAmis Tov éxAexTav]. Epistle of Barnabas— Value of 
Christ’s death connected with his passion. His pre-existence. The 
Didaché — baptiemal formula and rubric; ‘Qcavva 79 Oe AaBd; use of 
Zech. xiv. 5. Shepherd of Hermas.— Emphasis laid upon the Name. 
How qualified. How applied absolutely to the Son— Greatness and 
power of His Name [ro ovopa rod viod rod Oeod péya éori kal dxdpyror, 
Kat tov xédopov oAov Bacrdle], his pre-existence, the only Saviour, 
preached to the dead, alleged “Adoptionism.” The Epp. of Ignatius. — 
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The exposure to Docetism. Attributes applied to Christ. Superior visi- 
bility of the glorified Christ. The standard and motive of life. Epistle 
of Polycarp — Objection from alleged absence of the Logos doctrine. 
Reply. Testimony of Hegesippus Later testimonies— Irenaeus, Origen, 
Celsus, Lucian. Evidence from the early Christian life— A new “ kind” 
of life and “type” of men. Virtue attainable. Its recognized author. 
Christian usages, baptism, hymns, doxologies, festivals, preaching (2 Clem- 
ent), observance and interpretation of the Lord’s Supper; martyrdom ; 
character of the worship offered to Christ; the Christian society. Ob- 
jection from the distinction of Christ from God and his subordination. 
Reply. Character of the faith in Christ —a life, a settled tradition, 
rooted in the common Apostolic xypvyya, from Him. 

§ 32. The older Greek Apologists: Justin Martyr, Tatian, Theophilus, 
A thenagoras.— Impression of the historical Christ upon the early Church 
— distinctness as well as divinity of his Person. The Problem thus sug- 
gested. At first only implicit. Then only indirectly discussed. Begin- 
nings in the writings of Justin — his belief in Christ as Oeds [@eds xadei- 
tat Kat Oeds éort wai éorat|. As 6 Oeds. As numerically distinct froma 
the Father. Form in which the problem arises. ['Evravéa yap paviav 
jpav xatadaivovra, Sevrépav ywpay pera Tov arperrov Kai del ovra Oeov 
Kat yervyropa tov ardvtuv avOpwrw oturpwlévre didovar Huds €yovtes, 
d-yvootvres TO év TOUTW pvaTHpLov. — BrAdogynpa yap ToAAa déyets, TOV 
tacuvpwhévra tovrov dfusv meiOew Has yeyernoOa pera Muoioéws xai 
“Aapav Kat AeAaAnKevar abrois ev oTiAw vepeAgs, elra avOpwrov yevope- 
vov oravpwhyvat, kat avaBeByKxévar ... Kal mpooKxuvyrov €lvat-— Oeov péev 
povov mpooxvvotpev]|. Conciliatory suggestions. His view of the subor- 
dination of the Son to the Father — Does he teach that an attribute 
became an Hypostasis at Creation [To d€ warnp cat Oeos xai xriorys Kat 
KUPLOS ... OUK Ovopara éoTLV, GAN’ .. . mpoopHcets.: ‘O dé vids éxeivou, 5 p0- 
vos Aeyopevos Kuptws vids, 6 Adyos mpo THY TomnpdTwY Kal OVVWY Kal ‘yeV- 
vepLevos, OTE THY apyny St avrov wdvra exrure Kat exdopyoe, Xpiotos ey 
Kara, TO KexpicOa Kat Koopyoat Ta wavta Se avrov tov Gedy Aéyerat, 
Gvopa Kal adrd zepiexov dyvworov onpaciay]? That the Hypostasis of 
the Son is eternal? Or, the Nicene doctrine of co-essentiality ["AAAG 
Toro TO Tw GvTL ato TOU maTpos mpoBAyOev yévynpa mpO TaVTwY TOV 
TOMNMATWV OVA TE TaTpt, Kai TOvTwW 6 TaTHp mpocopiret|? Is the Son’s 
Hypostasis independent of the idea of Creation [ds 6 Adyos dia Tov Bodo- 
paovos édnAwoev, OT Kal Gpyy TPO TWavTwWY ToY ToInaTWV TUlT abTO Kat 
yervnpa. tro tov Oeod éyeyévvyto| ? How far does he carry subordination? 
Use made of it. Was Justin’s doctrine derived from Philo? Limitation 
of the question. The Logos doctrine widely diffused in the second cen- 
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tury and in distinct forms. Not a question as to the source of the Church’s 
faith in the divinity of Christ, nor even of Justin’s. Former misapprehen- 
sion. Reason for the prominence of the Logos doctrine in Justin’s writings. 
He uses the term Logos in the sense of Reason. This identification Phi- 
lonic. Influence on the conception of Christianity. Associated with a 
particular metaphysical conception of God. Lack of a thoroughly ethical 
and Christian conception. Points of difference between Justin’s doctrine 
and Philo’s (emanation, Messiah, Incarnation, suffering, fellowship, 
Christ central and permanent in religion [alwvids re nuty vopos Kai TeAev- 
taios|). Sources of Justin’s doctrine. His use of Philosophy. Defect in 
his method. Views of Tatian, Theophilus, Athenagoras — Differences of 
ability, tendency. opinion. The Adyos évduaGeros anid Adyos mpopoptxds. 
Agreements : — Prominence given to the Logos doctrine. Failure to dis- 
sociate the hypostasis of the Logos, or Son, from the idea of the created 
universe. Logical tendency of this failure. How counterbalanced. 

§ 88. Irenaeus and Clement of Alexandria.— Connection with, and di- 
vergence from, the teaching of the Apologists— Make prominent the 
Logos doctrine; reject the conception of a hypostasis gained by the 
thought of the world (Ady. évd. and Ady. zpod.) ; emphasize the deity 
of Christ ; recognize (especially Irenaeus), but with less accentuation, the 
Word and Sun as an eternal hypostasis. Jrenaeus— His point of view. 
Deals with facts and ends of revelation. Averse to speculation, yet 
searches into the grounds and final causes of history. God knowable 
[docens semetipsum et patrem, sicut est]. Opposes all emanatistic and 
partitive conceptions of God. Completion and perfection of revelation in 
the incarnate Logos and Son. The Son brings men to spiritual sonship. 
Ground of the revelation. Use of terms Adyos and Yios. Knowledge 
realized in love and obedience. Clement of Alexandria. Predominance 
of the Logos doctrine. Connection with Clement’s Soteriology. Deity 
of the Logos. ‘ His hypostasis obscured. Dogmatic forces operative to- 
wards the close of the second century [The earlier faith in Christ as the 
incarnate Son, as Saviour and Lord, as an object of worship; disturbance 
of the earlier simplicity of faith ; the cosmological turn given by the apol- 
ogists to the Logos doctrine and its tendency; the recurrence of Irenaeus 
to a conception of God as revealed in Christ, the incarnate divine Logos 
and Son, who redeems and unites man to God; the use of the Logos doc- 
trine by Clement of Alexandria]. Problems. Diverse paths opened. 
Usual double close of a development originated by a one-sided view or 
statement in theology. Key to the history from Irenaeus and Clement to 
Athanasius. 

§ 34. Monarchianism. Maintenance by Hippolytus, Tertullian, and Orr- 
gen of the hypostatic distinction of the Son. Time of Monarchianism. Its 
tenet. Two classes of Monarchians. Dynamistic Monarchianism [The Alogi 
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(Asia Minor, c. A.D. 170 (168)-180), Theodotus the Tanner (6 oxevrevs, 
Rome, c. A.D. 190, exc. by Victor not later than A.D. 199) and his fol- 
lowers, Theodotus the Banker (6 tpame€irns, a disciple of the first Theo- 
dotus), Artemon (or Artemas, exc. by Zephyrinus before A.D. 218; al. fi. 
c. 285) and his followers, Paul of Samosata (exc. between A.D. 266 and 
269)]. The Alogi (ot “AAcyor) — Author and date of the name [Epipha- 
nius,c. A.D.376]. To whom applied. Its meaning to Epiphanius — Ap- 
parent earlier name [Elxov yap tiv aipeow xadoupevyy, droBaddovoav 
‘Iwdvvov tas BiBAous; haeretici, qui Evangelium secundum Joannem, et 
Apocalypsin ipsius, non accipiunt]. Sources of information. Testimony 
of Irenaeus. Concurring testimony from Epiphanius’s source. Additional 
facts from same source — objections to the Fourth Gospel and the Apoca- 
lypse, ascription of these books to Cerinthus. Inferences— relation to Mon- 
tanism, to Docetism, to Gnosticism, to the current Logos doctrine. How 
regarded by Irenaeus, Hippolytus, Epiphanius [Soxotot xat avrot ra ica 
npw morevew |. Christology of this party. Theodotus and his followers ; 
The Artemonites.—- Personal history of Theodotus. His following —a sect 
with a bishop (Natalius). His doctrine of creation. Accepted the Gospel 
of John, and apparently the Catholic Canon of Scripture. His teaching 
respecting the Person of Christ. The second Theodotus. Christ and Mel- 
chizedec Artemon. Criticism of these Monarchians by the author of 
the “Little Labyrinth.” Their type Contrariety of their view of Christ 
to the inherited and prevalent estimate. [Note on the use of the title 
‘© Adoptionist.”] Paul of Samosata.— His Christology — use and inter- 
pretation of the Logos doctrine, moral unity of Jesus with God. Proceed- 
ings against him. Their importance as a testimony to the faith of the 
Church [rod Kat rov Oedv Tov éavrod Kai Kiptov dpvovpévov]. Modalist 
Monarchianism.— Leading representatives [Praxeas (Asia Minor, Rome, 
Carthage ; last decades of second century and early in the third), Noétus 
(Smyrna, exc. possibly not before A.D. 230), Epigonus (Rome, Zephyrinus, 
Bp. c. 199-217) Cleomenes (Rome, Zephyrinus) Callistus (— Calixtus I., 
Bp. of Rome c. A. D. 217-222), Beryllus of Bostra (A.D. 244), Subellius 
(leader of the Roman Monarchians ec. A.D. 215; exc. by Callistus]. Names 
given to this party [Monarchiani, Patripassiani, Sabelliani (in the East) ]. 
Its distinctive tenet. The contest at Rome. Appearance and coniinu- 
ance of this party elsewhere. Its importance as compared with Dy- 
namistic Monarchianism. Its historical connection and genesis. Main- 
tenance by Hippolytus, Tertullian, and Origen of the hypostatic dis- 
tinction of the Son.— Hippnlytus [Avayxny ov dye nat py Odor 
oporocyev warépa Gedy mavroxpdtopa, xai Xpiorov ‘Incotv viov Geo, 
Geov avOpwrov yevopevov, @ mdvra mwarnp trérage mapexros éavroi, 
Kat mvevparos dylov, kai rovrous elvat otrws tpla. El 3¢ Bovrerar 
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 pabelv, mas els Oeds adrrodeixvutat, ywwoKérw Gre pia Svvapus ToUvrov. 
Kai .coov pév xara tiv Ovvapwy, els éare Geos: doov S€ Kata. THY oiKo- 
vopiav, rpixns 1 eridergis. — mpdowra dé dvo, . . . 10 5€ Tpirov.— Meos 
povos trdpywy ... éBovdAyOy Kdcpov xriga.— airos dé pdvos wy, 
moAvs Av. Ovre yap GAroyos, ovre doodos, ore advvatos, ovre aBov- 
Aevros Hv. dv rade Hv évad te, atros 6é Hv To wav. — épyarny éyévva 
Adyor, Sv Adyov éxwv év éavT@, ddpardv rE GvTa TH KTiLopévy KOT HY, 
Oparov moi... orws Sia tov gavqvac idwv 6 Kdcpos cwlnvar dv- 
vn0y. Kai otrws rapicraro aira@ Eérepos ... Otros d€ vots, Ss mpo- 
Bas év xéopw éeixvuto mais Oeot.— Ovre yap doapkos ... 6 Adyos 
TréAeos Hv vids, Kairot TéAeos Adyos av, povoyerns. ODF 4 caps cad 
éaurnv dixa Tov AGyou trooravar AdvvaTo, dua TO ev Aoyw THY vaTAcW 
éxev. Odtrus ov els vids réAcvos Geot epavepwOn. —"AdAuws Te eva Oeov 
vopion py Suvayela, day py ovTws Tarpi Kal vip Kai dyin mvevpart 
murevowney. — Iuorevowpey ov ... Kata tTHV Tapadoow TeV damoc- 
ToAwy, Ott Geos AGyos am’ oipavav KarnrOe cis THY aytav TwapOévov 
Mapiay, iva capxwheis é& airs, AaBov Sé cai Woynv tH avOpwrirny, 
Aoyuny 8& A€yw, .. . cHOy Tov weTTOKOTa, Kat apOapoiay avOpwrots 
Tapacxy Tos murrevovot eis TO Cvopa airov.... Ov yap xara havra- 
aiav 1) tpomnv, GAN’ adyOds yevopevos GvOpwros|. Tertullian.— His use 
of the title Filius [Quaecunque ergo substantia sermonis fuit, illam dico 
personam, et illi nomen filii vindico, et dum filium agnosco, secundum a 
patre defendo. — profiteor me duos dicere, deum et sermonem ejus, patrem 
et filium ipsius.— Ecce enim dico, alium est patrem, et alium filium, et 
alium spiritum ... Ipsum, quod pater et filius dicuntur, nonne aliud ab 
alio est? Utique enim omnia, quod vocantur, hoc eruut, et quod erunt, 
hoc vocabuntur, et permiscere se diversitas vocabulorum non potest 
omnino, quia nec rerum, quarum erunt vocabula. Est, est, non, non; 
nam quod amplius est, hoc a malo est]. His contribution to the discus- 
sion. Moved by an ardent faith in the Incarnation and Atonement. 
Limitation of his thought [tres autem non statu sed gradu, nec substantia 
sed forma, nee potentate sed specie, unius autem substantiae et unius 
status et unius potestatis, quia unus deus. — Haec est nativitas perfecta 
sermonis, dum ex deo procedit, conditus ab eo primum ad cogitatum in 
nomine Sophiae : “dominus condidit me initium viarum”; dehinc generatus 
"ad effectum: “cum pararet coelum, aderam illi.” Exinde eum parem sibi 
faciens, de quo procedendo filius factus est primogenitus, ut ante omnia 
- genitus, et unigenitus,ut, solus ex deo genitus]. Origen.—F urther advance 
made by him [ Nemo tamen putet aliquid nos insubstantivum dicere cum eum 
. (sc. unigenitum filium dei) dei sapientiam nominamus.— unigenitum filium 
dei sapientiam ejus esse substantialiter subsistens ... ipsa UTOTTaCts, id est 
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‘substantia ejus.—Propter quod nos semper deum patrem novimus unigeniti 
filii sui, ex ipso quidem nati, et quod est ab isto trahentis, sine ullo tamen 
initio, non solum eo quod aliquibus temporum spatiis distingui potes‘, sed 
ne illo quidem quod sola apud semetipsam mens intueri solet.— Qui autem 
initiuin dat verbo dei, vel sapientiae dei, intuere ne magis in ipsum inge ni- 
tum patrem impietatem ‘suam jactet, cum eum neget semper patrem 
fuisse.—Sapientia vero dei quae est unigenitus filius ejus, quondam in 
omnibus inconvertibilis est et incommutabilis, et substantiale in eo omne 
- bonum est, ... id circo pura ejus ac sincera gloria praedicatur. — subris- 
tentia filii ab ipso patre descendit, sed non temporaliter.— Est namque ita 
" aeterna ac sempiterna generatio sicut splendor generatur ex luce.— Deus 
lux est, secundum Joannem. Splendor ergo hujus lucis est unigenitus 
filius, et ipso inseparabiliter velut splendor ex luce procedens, et illuminans 
universam creaturam. — ipse est qui est solus natura filius. idcirco et uni- 
genitus dicitur. Aporrhoea gloriae omnipotentis. .... Aporrhoea enim 
Opoovetos videtur, id est unius substantiae cum illo corpore ex quo est vel 
aporrhoea, vel vapor. azavyacpa gwrds didiov.— det yervarar. — 
6 owrnp ov Kara perovoiay GAA Kar ovotuy éoTi Peos.— qui nunquam 
praedestinatus est ut esset filius, sed semper fuit et est sicut et pater]. 

§ 35. Modalistic Muonarchianism (continued): Sabellius, Marcellus of 
Ancyra, Sabel.tanism.— Use of the word.‘ Sabellianism.’? Recent change 
in treating the history of Sabellianism. Cyuse of this change. Sabellius 
— Hippolytus’s allusions to him. His position at Rome and teaching. A 
strict patripassian modalist. Sabelhanism in Ptolemais (Letter from 
Dionysius of Alexandria, c. A.D. 260) — dvaic@yotav dé rot dyiov mvet- 
paros. Probable influence of Sabellius upon Modalism. Marcellus of 
Ancyra.— Agreement with Sabcllius. Distinctive views [Logos éy dv- 
voper, év évepyeia, dpaotixy ; the Son; the Triad; its relation to the 
Monad; not successive]. Advantages of Sabellianism. Probable influ- 
ence in promoting a co-ordination of the mpéow7a as related to the divine 

‘ nature. Its disadvantages and ‘difficulties. 
' $86. A.D 250-318/9. Theological and Religious Tendencies. The 
Situation immediately prior to the Arian Controversy.— Influence of Origen. 
Two aspects of his theology. (1) The’ Son co-eternal with the Father. 
Co-essential. Difference not founded in the idea of creation, nor essen- 
tial, but hypostatic or modal. God can be known. Methods of' this 
- knowledge. 

[1. Ov yap 6 Beds rarnp eivar npguto. ... Ei yap det téAewos 6 Oeds, 
Kal rdpeotiy aire Svvayts Tov warépa abrov elvar. Kal Kadov adrov elvat 
TaTépa TOU ToLovTOV vivd, K.T.A. — eyw O€ ToApHoas mpooOEiny av, Gre 

- KQL GpoLtorys TYyXavwv TOD TuTpos OiK EoTLY OTE Od« Hv. ..« Katavoeirw 
- yap 6 ToApav «at A€ywv, "Hy wore Ste -odK Fv 6 vids, Gre éper Kat TO" 
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codia wore obn Fv, Kai Adyos obx Hv, Kal {uy odx u.—'AAN ob Oéuss 
doriv obde dxivdvvov Sa tiv doOévaav pay 1d, dcov ep Hpiv, droore- 
petoOar rav Gedy tov dei cuvovros abr@ Adyou povoyevois, codias dvros 
7) Tpordxatpey > ovrw yap ovde dei xaipwv vonOyoerat. — Non enim ab eo 
dirimi haec (se. veritas, sapientia, vila, in which perfecte dei patris substantia 
censeatur), vel ab ejus possunt unquam substantia separari. Quae quidem 
qamvis intellectu multa esse dicantur, re tamen et substantia unum sunt, in 
quibus plenitudo est divinitatis. Hoc autem ipsum quod dicimus, quia nun- 
quam fuit quando non fuit, cum venia audiendum est. ... Supra omne au- 
tem tempus, et supra omnia saecula, et supra omnem aeternitatem intelli- 
genda sunt ea quae de patre et filio et spiritu sancto dicuntur. ... Caetera 
vero quae runt extra trinitatem, in saeculis et in temporibus metienda sunt. 
— ob yap éyévero mpos tov Bedv.— rov viov rot Peod Adyov, Kai dowepet 
airoupyov Tov Koopov. — Eévov te exer & Adyos Tov Deod rapa wavra Tov 
obrwocobv Adyov, Kat dye Eévov 76 elvat Oeds, xat ro elvar Adyos, bv Cav 
edeornxévat Kal éavro, ro tarnpereiv TH waTpi.—ro Kup, avroAdya, Kat 
avrocodig, Kai atroadAnGeig, kai abrodixatoovvy. — xai dorep abrés erry 
q abrocopig, Kai 7 avrodtxaoovvy, Kat 4 avroadynGe, ovr paprore Kai 7 
atroBactAcia.— AAG vorréov, Gt 7 avroadyOaa 4 obcurdys. — Frot ov 
KeXywpirpevoy TOU WaTpss, Kal KaTa TOTO TH MH perravat vide vidv TYy- 
xdvovra, H Kai Kexwpiopévov Kai obowpévov, drayyehAdrucay piv Oeov 
Adyov. — (rod vio rod Oecd rod Adyov) ipecryKdros obowdas Kara Td 
taroxeiuevoy TOU avrov Ovros TH Godig. Otros yap de dAns repoirynxe ris 
xricews, iva det Ta ywopeva de avrov yévyras. — porryoupévus pevy odv 
éornxey 6 Twarnp atperros Kai dvahdolwros wy: éornxe 5é Kal 5 Adyos 
airov de dy To outew, Kav yévyra odps, kav péoos 7 avOpuruy, od 
xatadapBavopevos, GAN’ onde Brerspevos + éoTyxe dé xai SBddoKwy, mpoKxa- 
Aotpeors wrdvras ext To rive dro rHs ddOovov wyyHs avrov.— émurraréov 
airov éx rod aAnOeav elvat Tov owrinpa, Kat mpocaxréov, Sri, el SAOKAN- 
pos éorw 7 GAnBea, oidév ddnOés dyvoet.— per filium enim omnipotens 
est pater... Ut autem unam et eamdem omnipotentiam patris ac filii esse 
cognoscas, sicut unus atque idem est cum patre deus et dominus, audi hoc 
modo Joannem in Apocalypsi dicentem: “ Haec dicit dominus Deus qui 
est, et qui erat, et qui venturus est omnipotens.” Qui enim venturus est, 
quis est alius nisi Christus? —“Eorw ob tes ppdvynots Geod, qu "pce fares 
év Xptote ‘Incov: wavra yap doa rod Geod, rovatra dv aire éotws 6 
Xpworos éore codia rov Gendt, airos Svvapus Geod, abris Suxavorivyn Geod 
... AAA 76 péy troxeipevov & éort. — OD pdvos St péyas cal tas 
éorw 0 Twv OAwy Geos Kai warjp: perddwxe yap éavrod Kai ris peyadead= 
TTNTOS @ povoyevel Kai mporoTéKw Tans Kricews: iy’, eld adros TUy- 


SYNOPSIS. 98 


Xavwv TOU doparov Oeov, cai &v Tw peyéOea culy Thy eixova Tov maTpes. 
Od yap olov r qv elvat ovpperpor, iv ovrws dvopdcw, Kat KaAnv exdva. 
Tov doparov Geov, pm Kai Tov peyéHous rapioracay Thy cixova. — Quod 
vero ad naturam pertinet deitatis, hoc inter patrem et filium constat.— 
(Deus) nullam habuit aliam creandi causam nisi propter seipsum, id est 
bonitatem suam. — (6 waryp) peraddois éxdoty amo tod lov ro elvat. 
—Ipse pater non est impassibilis.— Mévwy yap 6 airos dtocxet peraBAnra, 
ws répuxe, kai Acyos avrov aipel StocxetcOar aird. See also citations in 
§ 34, under Origen, pp. 20, 21.] 

(2) The Son hypostatically subordinate to the Father, existent by His 
will, distinguished from Him in worship and subordinated, contrasted with 
His simplicity and oneness, seemingly a derived and secondary deity 
unequal in nature as in hypostasis. 

[2. Sic et sapientia (Christus) ex eo procedens, ex ipsa dei substantia 
generatur — 6 6¢ owrnp ... Kat ovciay éort Geds. —Non enim per adop- 
tionem Spiritus filius fit extrinsecus, sed natura filius est.— imago patris in 
filio deformatur, qui utique natus ex eo est velut quaedam voluntas ejus ex 
mente procedens. Et ideo ego arbitrur quod sufficere debeat voluntas 
patris ad subsistendum hoc quod vult pater. ... Ita ergo et filii subsistentia 
generatur ab eo. — ovros 6 vios éx OeAjparos tov zarpos yevvnleis.— 
verbum et sapientiam genitam dicimus absque ulla corporali passione, velut 
si voluntas procedat e mente. Nec absurdum videbitur, cum dicatur Filius 
charitatis, si hoc modo etiam voluntatis putetur —‘Eav 5é dxovwpev, 6 ri 
wore ort mpooeryy, pywore ovdevi THY yervyTaY TpoaerxTéov éaTiv, OvdE 
aire To Xpwre, GAG povw ro Oep TaV GAwy Kai warTpi, @ Kal avbros 6 
TuTNp Hav mpoonixeru ... eb yap Erepos, ws év aGAAows Seixvvrat, car 
ovgiay Kat troKeipevds(v) ear & vids Tov warpos, ATOL TpocEvKTéoV TH 
vig Kal ov TH Tarpl, } duqorépots, } TO Tarpi povy. . . A€yerat roivey 
mporevxerOat povy To Oeg r@ TOY GAwy TaTpi: GANG py xXwpis TOD dpxt- 
epéws Goris pel” dpxwpocias xarertaOy vd Tov rarpds. ... ovTWS Ov 
xXwpis abrov mpocevyyy twa mpocevertéoy tw rarpi.— Tlacay pev yap 
dénoww, Kai rpooeryyy, kai evrevé, cal ebyapiotiay, dvaveuTréov TH éxi 
waot Gep Sia rod ert wavrev ayyéAwy dpyxuepéws euyixov Adyov xat Geov- 
SenodpeOa 5% kai adrod rod Adyou, cai évrevédpeba ara, xai edyapiory- 
comer, kal rporevfdueba 5¢, day Suvdpeba xaraxovew THS TEept ToTELyTS 
kuptoregias Kai Karaypnoews.— Aro rov éva Oedv xat rov é&va viov avrov 
kai Adyov xai elxdva tais xara 7 Suvarév jpiv ixeoiats kat dfuoece 
aéBopev, zpooayovres 7@ Oe@ Trav Gdwv Tas Ebyas 5a TOU povoyevous 
avrov* @ mpwrov xporpéepopey airds.— "Ore 6 pev Oeds wai marnp av- 
véxuy Ta wavra POdve eis Exacrov trav Gyrwy peradibors éxdory do 
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a a . ‘ 
tov idtov 70 elvac- dv yap éorw: Aarrwy S& mpds tov Tarépa 6 vios 
o ” oe 
POdvav éri pova ta Aoyua~ Sevrepos ydp dort Tov marpds: ... wore 
qa - “A ld e ? ~ N Q a er A “& 3 
Kara. rovro peilwy 4 Svvapis Too marpos mapa tov viov. — Zyrd 6€ et 
fe A ' ‘ ‘ 
éveore SofacOnvat rov Oeov, rapa ro SogaleoOar & via, ws ‘arodedwxaper, 
a “a “a Lad 
pefovws atrov év éavtw dofalcpevor, ore, ev TH EavToU ywopuevos TEpwTy, 
9s - e a , \ aioe a 6 2 14 a : en 
ért TH €avrov yvooe, Kat TH éavrov Gewpia oven petlove THS ev vio 
+: ~ e oN a N a eA a! a , 2 ? ’ 
Gewpias, ds ext Geov xpy voeiy 7a rowtra, Set A€yew, Gre evppaiverat 
y “a v ’ x 3 , XS + s 29,7 € a 3 ‘ 
abarov Twa evapeatyoLy, Kat evppoovvyny, Kal yapav, éh EauvTw evaper- 
’ Q ~ Cay ae ; 4 A 
TOUMEVOS, Kal xatpu. Xpopar b¢ TOUTOLS do gee ovK @s Kuptws av 
a, 
AexOnoopdvors ért Oeov, dAAG Gropav ra, iv’ OUTWS A iota Spyro 
pnpatov, & pares avtos dr'varat, Kal per avtov 6 Bovey airod év Kupia. 
désee Acyetw, 1 ppovecy ment aurov. .. . "OAs péev ovv olpat 7s So€ys Tov 
Geod airov amavyacpa eivat Tov viov.— leOopevoe to awrype A€yovte: 
es e \ e , VA r 999 ‘ S AY An \ 9 4 de 
O zarnp o méeuias pe peilwy pov éoti,” xat dua TotTo py éeveyKovTe pNOE 
QA > 4 4 , A , oe) “A ‘\ 4 » ré& @ 
THVv, ayalus, mpoanyoptay THv Kupiav,kat GAn On, Kat TeAEtav wrapadesac Gat 
>” . €00 € F) r Xe > ¢ 2 AN 2 , a ‘ a» = 
avre Tpoopepomervyy, dAda dvadéEporte avTHY EvXAPiOTWS TH TATpL eT ETL 
4 ‘ ‘ s e eve ‘ e7 4 ‘ a 
TUyLnoews pos TOV Bovddmevov VrEepdogakew Tov VidV, TAaVTWY pEVv THY yern- 
Tov’ Umépexetv, ov ovyKpice, GAA’ trepBadrdovon trepoyy papev tov 
TwTHpa, Kai TO TvEev pa TO Gytov, LTEpExopevoy TooovTOV 7 Kat wA€ov a7rd 
TOU TATPOS, Cow trepexer aiTOS KAL TO dyLov mvEevpa TOV AOLTGYV, Ov TAY 
Pr 2 >; 7 t a ’ \ ? r) : 
tuxovTwy. ... AAX Gpws TeV ToLO'TwV Kat THALKOUTWY (SC. Opovw, KUpto- 
TyTwY, K.T.A. Eph. i. 21) trepéywv otoig, cat mpeoBetu, cai dvvape, 
a 6 to (€ la 9 r ’ ‘N 4° 3 a, % 9 
kal Geornre (€euypvyxos yop éo7t oyos), Kat copia, od ovyKpiverat Kaz 
EBND) - lA > A , > A > , > “A . 9: , 
ovdev T@ wrarpl. Eixwy yap éore tHs ayabdrnros aitov, kat dravyacpa 
ov TOU Peov, dAAG 7H SoHs abrov cai Tov aidiov dwros avrot, Kai atpXIs, 
3 ie b 3 Q A , > A om r ards a 
ov Tov maTpos, GANG THs Suvdpews adToU ... Kal EcoTTpov aKyAdwTov T7)s 
5 , .) “a \ 3 e 9 Ud a A , ‘Y e 4 4 
évepyeias avrov, dt ov é€aontpov IlavAos Kat Ieétpos xat ot rapurAnotoi 
> “ , ‘ 6 A , oc f € S 2 8 @Ff : \ o. 
airots BA€rovet tov Geov A€yovros ““O éwpaxws Eue éEwpake TOV TaTEpa 
‘ , , 99 LA a, e a“ XY 9 A “~ “A ad a 
Tov wéswavra pe.” — Ovtw Totvey ryovpat Kat ét TOU Gwrnpos KaAas av 
9 A al ? ’ , 
AexOryjoecOar Gre eixov ayaOdrnTos Tod Oeod éatw, GAN’ ovx aro dyafov: 
\ . o : 
Kal TAXA Kat vids dyads, GAN’ ody ws GAGs dyabds. Kat dorep eixwv 
a“ “” a - 7 A s ‘ ‘ 
éore TOU Oeot Tov dopadrov, Kal Kata ToUTO Beds. GAN ov TeEpt ob A€yet abTos 
‘ e z “ 
6 Xpiores: “Iva ywwoxwot oe tov povov dAnOwov Oedv:” ovTws eixwv 
t Noa 
dyaboryros, GAN ovxy ws 6 maTip anupadddktus ayabds.— elrep ws MeV 


4 iY : > >. 9 3 6 , e Se Z A ty X 2 e 
WPOs TOV TAT €eépa ELKWV ECOTLY aya OTYTOS, Ws O€ TT pos Ta oluTa, OTTEP y TOL 


’ ° A 
matpos ayaborns eis aitév.—ovy 6 Beds, GAAG Beds Kupudrepov dv de- 
: ; p 2 Pe: — 
youro. — Kav devrepov ovy Acywpev Oedv, iarwaav, Or. Tov Sevrepov Geov 


ovk dAXo Tt Néyopev F... TOV TEpLEKTLKOV TavTOS OUTLVOTOUY AGyoU . .. AGYOV 


> a 9 A a, Q Aw CY - 2? “A , ¢€ wa g ld 
ovtiva TH Inoov padtora rapa racav Yuyxyy Yvyn wera Gar kat nvuaGat 
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, ’ a , . N a 2 
gapev, povov teAciws xwpjoat Sedvvnpévov THV aGxpav peroxny Tov avro- 
“ ” t 
Adyov, kat THs abrocodias, Kai THs avtodixatootvys. — Zyryocas & av ei 
# , 4 e a” 3 ‘ ” ‘ ‘ “A a, 3 4 b 
éorat Tore, Ore of GyyeAot avril GWovrar Ta Tapa TH ai pl, odKére ded 
7 . € 4 4 3 , g sy e e¢ XN ‘ ea 97 
pecitou Kai trnpérov BAerovres attra’ OTE peév O Ewpakws TOV VlOV éupaKE 
Tov watépa Tov méepWarvra ardor, év vig Tis 6pqa tov mwarépa: dre dé ws 6 
vids 6pa tov matépa, kai Ta Tapa TH Tarpi GWerat Tis, vir ver Gpelws TH 
Vid abrémrns EaTal TOU TaTpOs, Kal THY TOU TaTpOS, OdKETL dro TIS Eixdvas 
> a Q ‘ , fe e€¢ 9 24 2 b) a 9 \ , 
évvoav Ta ep TovToU ob 7 eixwv éort. Kai vouifw ye Trovto eivat 70 TéAos, 
4 4 ‘ 4 e eA A“ “A N 4 , @ 4 
dtav tmapabdiowot THY BactAciav 6 vios TW Oe@ Kui Tarpi, Kal OTE yiverat 
e A Qa 4 > “A e a N > e 9g 3 \ e “ 
6 eds Ta TavTa év Tacw.—‘O Oeos prev otv mavty ev éoTt Kal amAouv : 
6 Sé owrnp Hpov da 7a TOAXNG, eet mpodOero aitov 6 Geos iAaOrnprov 

. e@ ‘ , ” , Q , 4 de ‘ 2 
Kai tmrapxynv tacys THS KTicEews, woAAa yiverat.—Zyryréov O€ Kat Et 
ototav pev ovo ‘Nexréov, kai idedy eav, Kat dpyynv, TOV povoyevyn Kat 
mpurroroKov Tagns KTivEews: éréxewa Se TavTWY TUVTWY TOV TAT:pa AUTOU 

“ 4 “ ? A 9 , “a ‘ 3 4 4 € “A 
cai Oeov. — Nowy roivw, 7} éréxewva. vow xal ovcias, A€yovres elvat azdovv, 
kai doparov, kal dowpatov tov Trav GAwv Oeov, x. t.A.— AAnbes dé Kat 

\ om, \ a > A , , o> 9 ” ” 
TO &w ravros wabous elvar rov Oedv.— (xricas, tv ovrws elw, euyuxov 
” e 4 , , Q > AN , A 
Godiav 6 eds. — xriopa. —factum. — mpeoBurarov yap avrov TavTwv Tov 
“a ’ > 
Sypovynpdrwy icacw ot Petor Aoyou.— Erepos ... kat ovotav, K.T. A.) | 

3. Qualifying or explanatory citations. 

[3. Nos autem oremus ex corde verbum dei— Dominum meum Jesum 
invocare me oportet, ut quaerentem me faciat invenire, et pulsanti aperiet. 
— Kai ro dexvipevoy tutto dkaBonrov éorw év rots TOTOls Kat Tapa TOts 

fol 4 > 4 € x” 2 ”~ 4 , ¢ ¢ \ a 
THs Tiorews GAAOTpLOLs,. ws dpa év Tw omnAGly ToVTW O Lx0 XpioTiavwy 
apooxvvovpevos Kai Gavpalopevos yeyevvytat “Incots. —17H Oeoryre THs 
Suvdpews TY THS TpooKvyTHs Tpiddos éruxAjoewy. — Ut autem plenius 
adhuc intelligatur quomodo salvator figura est’substantiae vel subsistentiae 
dei, utamur etiam exemplo, quod quamvis rem non plene nec proprie tig- 
nificet de qua agimus, tamen ad hoc solum videatur assumptum, quod exi- 
naniens se filius qui crat in forma dei, per ipsam sui exinanitionem studet 
nobis deitatis plenitudinem demonstrare.* Verbi causa, si facta esset aliqua 
statua talis quae magnitudine sui universum orbem terrae teneret, et pro 
sui immensitate considerari a nullo posset; fieret autem alia statua mem- 
brorum habitu ac vultus lineamentis, specie ac materia per omnia similis 
absque magnitudinis immensitate, pro eo ut qui illam immensam conside- 
rare atque intueri non possent, hanc videntes, illam se vidisse confiterentur, 
pro eo quod omnia membrorum et vultus lineamenta, vel ipsam speciem 
materiamquae similitudine prorsus indiscreta servaret; tali quadam simili- 
tudine exinaniens se fihus dei de aequalitate patris, et viam nobis cognitio- 
nis ejus ostendens figura expressa substantiae ejus efficitur.— aA€tov yap 
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) Urepoxy mpos Ta tmodecoTepa ayaa év 7G owript, Kabo éotw Elkay Tis 
&yaboryros avrov rou Oeov, arep % trepoxy Tov Geod Gyros d&yaOot mpos 
rov eirovta. owrypas “6 maTyp & méupas pe peilwv pov éoriv,” dvrTa 
mpos €érépovs Kat eixdva THs ayaBdryTos Tov OHeov.— In hac enim sola 
trinitate, quae est auctor omnium, bonitas substantialiter inest; caeteri 
vero accidentem eam ac decidentem hubent, et tune sunt in beatitudine, 
cum de sanctitate ac sapientia et de ipsa divinitate participant. — Ad 
pleniorem tamen rei explanationem non videtur absurdum, si etiam si- 
militudine aliqua utamur, licet in re tam ardua, tamque difficili, ne exem- 
plis quidem uti commodis copia est. Tamen ut absque aliquo praejudicio 
dicamus, ferri metallum capex est frigoris et caloris. Si ergo massa 
aliqua ferri semper in igne sit posita, omnibus suis poris, omnibusque 
venis ignem recipiens, et tota ignis eflecta, si neque ignis ab ea cesset ali- 
quando, neque ipsa ab igni separetur, nunquidnam dicemus hanc, quae 
natura quidem ferri massa est. in igna positam et indesinenter ardentem 
posse frigus aliquando recipere? Quinimo ...; sed et si quis contingere 
atque attractare tentaverit, non ferri, sed ignis vim sentiet. Hoc ergo 
modo etiam illa anima quae, quasi ferrum in igne, sic semper in verbo, 
semper in sapientia, semper in deo posita est, omne quod agit, quod sentit, 
quod intelligit, deus est; et ideo nec convertibilis aut mutabilis dici potest, 
quae inconvertibilitatem ex verbi dei unitate indesinenter ignita possedit. 
Ad omnes denijue sanctos calor aliquis verbi de: putandus est pervenisse. 
—Kai ro “ ovx évopaords d¢,”, dtaa7oAys Settat.—“ Kat rots kabnpevors év 
xopa Kai oxug Gavarov pis dvéreder,” 6 Oeds ‘Inoots. Odes obv Xpuo- 
Tiavos droxpiverat TO Kédow, ... ¢doxwv: “las yo Tov Oedv” ; Exa- 
OTOS YAP avTav, ws éyxupeEl. Eyvw TOV Deo. ... Kat oideis av Xprotiavav 
Aeyou Kéedow: “ las pou Secxviers tov Oeov ;””| 

Real inconsistencies less than apparent. Yet the differences cannot all 
be resolved. Explanation of these contradictions — Christological problem 
of Origen’s time His opposition to Monarchianism. His visit to Rome 
(c. A.D. 212). Exegetical and philoscphical grounds of his Subordination- 
ism. His early education and aim. Harmony of his system to his own 
thought. Maintained “the solidarity of life,” yet not a pantheist. The 
Personality of the Absolute God. Not merely 76 dyaGov, but 6 dyabds 
or dyaddrns (Denis). Method of attaining a true knowledge of God. 
Yet not thoroughly applied. Consequent embarrassment and confusion. 
Origen’s twofold influence. His permanent contributions. The Church 
doctrine not to be identified with his teaching. His rank in the history 
of Christian doctrine. Gregory Thaumaturgus — His "ExOeots aiorews 
[Els Geos, rarnp Adyou Cavros, codpias idectadons, kat duvdpews, Kal 
xXapaxrypos aidiov, réAevos TeAciov yevvyTwp, TaTyp viov povoyevots. Els. 
KUptos, povos éx pdvov, Oeds éx Oeov, yapaxryp Kai eixwv THs Oedryros, 
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ij 3 4 , “a “A @ LA , 4 4 fol 
Adyos évepyds, copia ris TaV GAwy cvoTdcEWs TEpLEKTLKY, Kal Sivapus TIS 
@ ‘4 4 en A} 
6Ans KTivews Tounrixy, vids GAnOvds GAnOwod warpds, acparos doparov, 
kai adGapros adOdprov, cai dOavaros éOavarov, Kat didtos didiov. ... 
tps reAcia, Soff wai aiddryte kat Bacircia py pepilopevyn pode dzad- 
Aorproupévn. (Ovre ctv xriorov tt, } SovAov év ry Tpiddi: ovre éret- 
TAKTOV, WS TPOTEPOV pev OVK Umopxov, VoTepov S€ ereceAOor : ovTE ory 
ed A + 
évéAuré wore vios Tmarpi, ovTe viw mvetpa: GAN arperros Kai dv dAXoi- 
€ s 8 a > 7 , 4 a . eA 3 ao 
wros 7] avTH Tpias det.) — (KTiopa— Toinua— tarépa Kai viov émwoig 
“ , , . @ ° e 
pev elvas dv0, imocrace dé év.) | — Letter from siz Bishops (Hymenaeus, 
Theophilus, Theotecnus, Maximus, Proclus, Bolanus) to Paul of Samo- 
sata [Tovrov 5¢ rov viov yevvyrov, povoyevy vidv, eixdva Tov doparou 
Geot Tvyxavovta, Tpwrdtoxov maons KTicews, aodiay Kat Adyov Kal 
ra “A A 97 ¥ 3 , > » >? \ ©£ 4 
dvvapwv Geod, mpd aiwvwy Gvta, ob mpoyvwoce, GAN’ oicig Kat trocrace 
o “ eo a” a ‘ 4 ? ? , e “~ \ 
Gedv, Oeot vidv, & re madaa Kat véa diabyKy eyvwxdres SpoAoyouper Kal 
Knpvocopev |.— The Symbol of Caesarea [See Appendix 11.] Dionysius 
of Alexandria [py elvar tov Adyov itov ris TOU TaTpos odoias. —charged 
with these expressions: “ Oix det qv 6 Geos marnp, odx det RV 6 vids: 
GAN’ 6 pev Geos Hv xwpis Tod Adyou, airos 5 6 vids odx Hv mpiv yervyby - 
° > 
GAN’ fv Tore Gre ovK Hy, ov yap didis éorw, GAN’ voTEpov émcyéyovev.” 
— roinpa kai yevyrov elvat rov vidv Tov Oeov, pyre 5€ pices idtov, GAG 
tévov kat ovciav airov elvat tov marpés, GoTEp EoTiv 6 yewpyos mpos 
Tv GpreAov, kat 6 vaviryyos mpos TO oxados* Kal yap ws Totnpa ay, 
3 ba ‘ , 2 8 2 bf e€ 6 \ >»? , ITs , 
ovK jv mp yéryrat.— Ov yap fv dre 6 Geos otk qv rarjp. —’Eav d¢ 
“ “a 2 “ a“ € 4 “ I] bY \ ‘ 
Tis Tav ovKohavTay, éreidy TEV amavTwy TromnTHY TOV Geov Kat Syptoupyov 
elrov, oinrai pe Kal tov Xpiorod A€yey, dxovadTw pov mpoTEpov Tarépa 
@ 
gyoavros aitov, év w Kai 6 vios mpuoyéyparrat. — év ols (sc. TExpNpiots) 
pAcyéa. kai & rpoogépovow eyxAnpa Kar’ épov Weddos ov, ds od A€yovros 
“N . e ? > a “a > “ 4 ‘ » “A 
rov Xpicrov Gpoovstov elvat to Gem. Ei yap «et ro Ovopa Touro ¢npe 
py ebpnxévas pnd aveyvwxévat Tov Tov dyiwy ypagav, adda (R. dAda) ye 
7a émyxeipnuara pov Ta éfys, & ceowmyjxact, THs Stavolas tavrns obK 
> 4 N a > 4 “ 4 a e RA e “A 
drdda. Kat yap dvOpwreiay yovay rapebéuny, dyAov ds otcav opoyery 
g@ycas mavrws Tovs yovets pdvov érépous elvar THY TExVwY, OTL py abrot 
elev 7a. Téxva, 7 pyTE yovels dvayxatoy trdapxev elvar pyre téxva. — Ei 
Kat py THY A€kw Tavrynv edpov év Tals ypadats, GAN’ €€ airav Trav ypapov 
AQ a 4 ” 9 er \ ¢ > a 9 “~ 
Tov vow cuvayayuwy, éyvwv Sri, vios Sv Kat Adyos, od Févos av ein ris 
3 o “a a, 4 4 e a ” A) , ‘4 > 
ovcias Tov marpos'—Oitrw piv pets eis te THY Tpiada THY povada 
wAativopev ddiaiperov, Kal THv Tpidda wadw dyueiwrov eis THY povada 
ovykepaAraovpefa]. Dionysius of Rome [ot dé rpsis Geovs tp mov twa 
xypurrovow, eis tpeis troordces févas GAAnAwY, Tavramact Kexwpic- 
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pévas, Statpoivres rHv dyiav povdda qvacOar yap avayen tO Oe raw 
dAwv Tov Belov Adyov: eudiAoywpely Se tH Oeq@ Kat evdiarraaPar Set to 
dylov mvetpa- Hn Kai rHv Oetay tpidda eis Eva, doTep eis Kopupyy Tia 
(rov Oecv Tov SAwY Tov mavToxpatopa Aéyw) ovyxefaraotaGal te Kai 
ovvdyer Oat waco. dvayny. ... Ov peiov & dv ris xarapéugotro Kal rovs 
moinua. tov viov elvar So€dLovras, Kal yeyovévar Tov Kiptov, aTEp E&Y TL 
Ovrws yevopevwv, vopilovras, Tov Geiwy Aoyiwv yévvyow aire ry dp- 
porrovoav Kai mpérovaay, GAN’ ovxt wAdow Twa Kai roinow mpocpapty- 
potvruv: BrAdodynpov otv od TO TvyOV, peptaTov pey obdv, XELpoTrOLyTOY 
Tporov Twa A€yew Tov Kiptov. El yap yeyover vids, Hv te cd« H° det 
de Fv, et ye év ro rarpi ot, ds abros Pyai, kal ci Adyos Kat godia Kat 
Sivapus 6 Xptords: (ravra yap elvac tov Xpiotdy ai Detar Aé€éyovor 
ypadai, worep ériotacbe) - ratra dé Suvdpets odoat 700 Oeod Tvyxdvov- 
ow: el roivw yéyovey 6 vids, Av Gre ovK Fv TavTa* Tv dpa Katpds, Ore 
xupis tovrwy Fv 6 Oeds: atumirarov 5é rovto. ... Ovr otv xarapepilew 
xe?) els tTpets Oedrytas Tiv Oavpacryy Kal Oeiav povada ovre mromjoel 
kwdvew To afiwpa Kat to brépBadrAov péyefos tov Kupiov’ GAG rem- 
revkévau eis Oedv marépa mavtoxparopa, Kai els Xptorov ‘Incoty tov viov 
airov, Kal e's TO aytov mvevpa|. [Methodius, Novatian, Lucian (See § 
87)]. Prevalence of the doctrine of hypostatic distinctions, with Subordi- 
nationism. Indeterminateness of the latter element. Use in maintaining 
the divine unity [Novatian]. Indefiniteness and confusion of terminology. 
Beginnings of Monasticism. Relation to doctrinal history. A double 
Christian Life and Ethics. Conception of salvation and its method. 
Growth of Episcopal power. The truce of forty years. The Diocletian 


Persecution. The Peace of Constantine. Factors in the subsequent 
conflict. 


§ 87. Arius and the Proceedings prior to the Council of Nicaea. — The 
beginnings of Arius. Position and influence at Alexvndria; breach with 
his bishop; condemnad by a council at Alexandria A.D. 821; his opinions; 
his @dAeva. [its name and character; statements : — Kara wiorw éxNexrav 
Geot, cvverav Oeot, raidwy ayiwv, épOordpwr, aytov Oeod wvedpa AaBov- 
Twv, rade euabor é TO TG f ) horeiwv, Oeodida 

, Trade Enadoy Eywye bro TaV Godias peErexovTor, dorelwv, JeodidaxTuv, 
Kara wavra copav te. Tovrwv car’ ixvos RADov éyw Baivwv spodogus 6 
mepixdutos, 6 wodkAa raBav bd THY Geo Sdfav, bd re Geot pabwv cediav 
Kal yvaow éyw éyvwv.— Ovx dei d Geos maznp jv: GAN Fv Gre & Beds 

> 
povos vy, Kal ovrw maryp Hv vorepov b& emyéyove marnp. Odx dei Fv 
e es . 2 A € “ wn” o 3 > a” 4 ae 
6 vids, ... Kal airos 6 Tod Heod Adyos &€ ovK GvTwy yéyove, Kal Hv Tore, 
OTE UdK HV" Kal odK Hv mp yévytat, GAN dpyyv Tod KriLecOae oye Kat 

ld > “ 
airos. “Hv yap povos 6 Oeds, kai ovrw fv 6 Adyos Kai} copia, Elra 
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GeXAnoas nas toupynoat, tore On memoinxey Eva Twa, Kal MvoLaceEV 
Hoas Hpas Squoupyy " ye 

2h ’ ‘ ’ \ e7 ¢ ea ) 2 a 7 
avtov Acyov, kai Zodiav, wai Yiov, tva qpas d¢ abrot Syproppyjoy. 
Axo yowv aodias [pyoiv] civat, piav pey ty idiav Kai ovvyrdpyovcay 
7@ Gea, tov S¢ Yiov év ravrp ty cogig. yeyernoGat, Kat ravrns peréxovra 
dvopdcGa povov Lopiav wai Adyov. “H Xodia yap [dyot] rH codia 
imype soot Geod GeAynoet. Otrw xat Adyov érepov elvac [A€yer’ rapa 
Tov viov év Tw Jew, Kat TovTov peTéxovTa TOV viov dvopdoOa wmdAw Kara 

4 l4 A en 3 4 .' , 2 a A e “ ¢ n 
xdpw Adyov Kat Yiov airév,— roddat duvdpes eiois kat 7 pev pia rod 
Geod Eorw idia Pio Kai didios: 6 5 Xpirrds wadw ovk Eorw dAryOuy 
dvvapus TOU Jeov, GAAG pia Tav Aeyopérwy Svrdpewv éote Kal avrés, dv 

, \ @ 9 8 . € 4 3 ld ? > “ a ld 
pia Kat 7 axpis Kai 4 Kdpary ov Svvayts povov, GAA Kai peyaAn mpoca- 
yopeverar ... Kai ty pév pvoe, dorep mavres, ovTw Kal adtos 6 Adyos 
> A , , e 1.» ‘ a» am 
cori tperrds. ... mpoywwokwv 6 beds EvecOat xahov airov, tpocrAaBev 
avTe Trav nv dofav Sédwxev Av dvOpwrros Kat éx THs aperns ~ a 

@ TAUTNY THY qv avOpwros Hs aperyns €oxe pera 
ravra: wore é& Epywy atrod, dv mpoéyvw 6 Oeds, Tototrov a’rov viv 
, , € 4 > , a \ 9 ? \ A “A 
yeyovévac mremroinke. — 0 Avyos GdAOTpLos Mev Kal avopULOS KaTa TaVTA THs 
Tov Tarpos ovolas Kal idtidrytos éoTt.— Kai To vig 6 maTNp ddparos 
e v2 y y € “A E > x , a a a N > e 
brdpyxet, Kai ovre Spay, ovre yuwoxew redreiws Kat axptBas Svvarae 6 
Adyos Tov éavTod marépa.— aids 6 vios THY éavToU oiciav ovK olde, — 
dvopowt maymav GAArAwy tails TE ovoiats Kat Sdgats eiciv éx’ dreipov — 
"Apxnv tov viov €Onxe Trav yevytav 6 avapyos, kat nveyKey eis viov éavTw 
pxm " yeryr Xos, Kai ivey ; 

4 , ” , 2 s 3 e , ? A 
rovoe TExvoTrotjoas — Hyouv tptds éore débats odx Spoiais: ... pia THs 
puds évdokorépa Sdfais er drepov. Hévos rov viov xar oiaiay 6 rarip, 
Ore avapxos trdpxe.|.. ‘The fundamental tenet and issue [the Son a cre- 
ated being, incapable of revealing God or recovering men to God]. Con- 
nection of Arianism with preceding opinions: Relations to Origen’s system, 
to Origen’s successors at Alexandria ; direct connection with Antioch and 
Lucian: [vAAovacaviorys |. Lucian of Antioch — his history, deviation 
from Paul of Samosata. from Origen, inference associated with his name, 
his Creed. Harnack’s comment on his pupils. 

§ 38. External History of the Nicene Symbol. A.D. 825-381. [Origin 
and Form of the Nicene Creed — The Controversy over it— The Nicene- 
Constantinopolitan Symbol. ] 

Constantine’s first effort to secure unanimity [Letter, carried by Hosius, 
to Alexander and Arius; their dispute trép puxpav xai Alay éAaxiotur ; 
Tlepi pev obv ris Getas mpovoias, pia tis év juiv éorw miotts |. His second 
effort — an ecumenical Council. Convened by him. [A supposed Syriac 
copy of the call]. Attendance. Three groups of members. Probable 
number and proportion of each. The Arian Creed and its fate. Euse- 
bius’s Creed. How amended. Sketch of the Contest over the amended 
or Nicene Creed. Synoptical Table : — 
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How came so sharply defined and advanced a creed to secure in the 
Council nearly unanimons acceptance? Presence and influence of the 
Emperor — Why did he favor it? Influence of Hosius and the West. 
Insufficiency of this explanation. Socrates’ story of els tis tTav Spodo- 
yutav Aaixos and the dtaAextixot. The historian’s inference [ot pev md- 
povres wavres ... dwedéfavro: of 5é dtadextixol evyvwpovéotepov movovvres 
novxacay, Tov drow Adyov THs GAnOeias dxovcavres. Tore pev ovv ovtus 
6 é« THS diareKrucys yivdpevos OépuBos xateotady, TH Se Efjs mavres apa 
ot éricxorrot els Eva TOrov auvypxovTo |. Sozomen’s version [ravra ovrws 
exe drrepépyws morevouev. ... AA ei morevets, époméevw pot dro- 
xpivov|]. Arius’s opinion construed as an attack upon the Faith. The 
issue between him and Athanasius. Evidence that this secured the una- 
nimity of the Council from 4d Afros, De Decretis, and Eustathius. Single 
purpose of the changes in the Palestinian Creed. The Arian method of 
exegesis. Process by which the word “ ooovovov” gained approval. 
Changed situation after the Council dissolved. Supposed number of epis- 
copal sees. Distinctness of special centres and districts. Conflicting 
political interests. The Nicene position an advance. The test word not 
Biblical, new to the Creed, and liable to a Sabellian interpretation. True 
and false conservatism. A lingering philosophical difficulty. Persecution 
of the Arians. Policy pursued by Eusebius of Nicomedia. Recall of 
Arius. Deposition of Eustathius. Charges against Athanasius. Synods 
of Tyre, Jerusalem, Constantinople, Antioch (A.D. 335-339) ; deposition 
of Athanasius, Marcellus, Paul; appointment and intrusion of Gregory. 
Death of Arius (336). Death of Constantine (337). Constantius II. 
Transferenve of Eusebius to Constantinople. The ‘‘Council of the Dedi- 
cation ” [% év trois éyxawvious | :— Its occasion; Presence of Constantius; 
Attendance; Method; Fourth and Twelfth Canons; First Formula 
[“Hpets ovre dxdAovOor “Apetou yeyovapev (ras yap émioxoro: dvTes aKo- 
AovOjoopey tperBurépy ;), ovre GAAnV Twa TioTW Tapa THY é dpyns 
exrefetcay edefauea, dAAG Hels eLeractai Kai doxiactat 7Hs TicTEws 
avrod yevopevor pdAdoy avrov mpoonkapeia, nrep yuets 7xoAcvOnoaper. 
—dvapévovra Buowréa. xai Oedv eis rods aitvas | ; Second Formula: origin 
claimed for it (Lucian) ; general character; special declarations [ atpez- 
Tov TE Kai dvaAXoiwrov, THs GedTyTOS, ovotus TE Kat BovAys Kat Suvdpews 
kat 60€ns Tov warpos drapaAXaxrov eixova — also, language like Eusebius’s 
in Appendix II., parenthesis.]; its anathemas [xpovov ... 7po Tov yevvy- 
Onvat; — xtiopa ws & Tov KTiopaTwv, 7} yevvnpa ws ev Tt. yevvesatur, 7) 
roinpa ws &v Tr. mompatwv |; Third Formula (Theophronius) [ Oedv réAecov 
éx Oeov redelov, kai ovta mpos TOV Ocov év trooTdacel, ... pévovta eis TOUS 
aidvas]; any one who teaches according to Marcellus, or Sabellius, or 
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Paul of Samosata condemned; Fourth Formula: Its occasion, use, and 
pattern; openness to Arianism, and exclusion of Marcellianism [od 9 Ba- 
otreta azrararavoros [dxaraAvros, Ath. | otca Siapevet eis rods dreipous 
aiavas (€orat yap KabeLopevos év Sefia rod rarpos ov pdvov év Toe aia 
tovTw dANa xai év to péAdAovTt); its anathema. Relation of these 
Creeds to transactions at Rume [Roman Council (340); Athanasius and 
Marcellus received into communion; Letter of Julius]; all the Creeds 
anti-Sabellian. Majority probably represented by the Second Creed ; its 
relation to Homoousianism. Relation of the Creeds to Arianism; wording 
of the anathemas. Double significance of the Council. A new stage in 
the Contest. Complication of the doctrinal issue with canonical and 
political questions. The deputation to Constans and its failure. The 
Council of Sardica (343) : Its composition ; Withdrawal of the minority; 
Proceedings of the majority at Sardica; Proposed explanatory declaration 
[“Hpets 58... ravryv exouev trav xaboAujv mapddoow Kat riorw xat 
épodcyiay, piav elvar trdotacw, Hv airoi of alpertxol ovatay mpoaayopev- 
OVEL, TOV TATPOs, Kai TOU Vivv, Kal TOU dyiov mve'paTos. Kai ei Cyroier, 
tis Tod viod 4 trdcTacis eoTw, Gpuoroyotpev as avtn hy 7 poOVvy TOU 
marpos Gpodcyoupévn. — podroyotpev play marpos Kat viot Oedryra. 
Oude ris dpvetrae wore rov maTépa Tov vid petLova, od 8 dAAnY brao- 
Tact, ovde Sia THY Stagy pay, GAN’ drt airo TO Gvopa tov warpds peilov 
dort Tov vioi.— Kai rotro b€ micrevopev, tdvrore, dvapxws, Kal dreAev- 
THTWS TOUTOY pETa TOU TaTpos BacWevev]. Synodical letters; Why no 
creed was formulated; Defence of Marcellus. Formula adopted by 
the minority at Phillippopolis; anathemas added [Simuiliter et eos, qui 
dicunr, tres esse deos, vel Christum non esse deum, et ante saecula neque 
Christum neque filium eum esse dei, vel eum ipsum esse patrem et filium 
et spiritum sanctum, vel innarcibilem filium, vel quod neque consilio neque 
voluntate pater genuerit filium, anathematizat sancta et catholica ecclesia ]. 
Subsequent proceedings. Action of Constans. Stephen of Antioch. 
Council at Antivch (344). The “ExOeots paxpdotiyos [(C. 4.) Odre 
Pav tpia Spodoyotvtes tpaypata Kal Tpia mpdowna Tov TaTpos Kal Tov 
viov Kat Tod dyiov mveiuaros Kara Tas ypagds, Tpets Sta rovro Oeoits zrot- 
ovpev, éredy Tov avroteAy Kal ayévyyTov, avapxov Te Kai adpurov Gedy 
éva povov oldaper, Tov Oedv Kat rarépa Tov povoyevous, Tov povov pev ef 
éavrod 76 elvat éxovra, povov € Trois dAAos Ttdow adOdvws rovTo yapt- 
Copevov. Ovre pv era Geov povov ela A€yovres tév Tov Kuptov juav 
"Incot Xpiorovd marépa, Tov povov ayéivyrov, 51a rovTo dpvotpeba, xai 
Xpiorov Oeov elvar mpd aiwywy> dzoitol eiow vf awd Pav‘dov tov Sapoca- 
Téws, VoTEpov avtov peta THY évarOpwrnow éx mpoKxoTys TeHeotorjaOat 
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4 
A€yovres, TO THY Piaw YAdv dvOpwrov yeyovevat’ oldapev yap kai abrov, 
2 Ve , ”“ ‘ ‘ A ~ 93 7 ¢ a 2° ° 
el xal Uroreraxrat TH Tarpl Kat To Ge@, GAN Guws TpY aivve yervy|Oera 
éx rou Oeot Gedv xara. paw réAevov Elva Kai GAyOH Kal py é€ dr Oowrwv 
a b “a A “A 
pera ravta Oedv, BAN é« Oeot évavOpwryoae Se npas Kai pxydérore dro- 
" AwXexora ro evar. (C.5.) BédecAvocopeba Sé xpos rovros Kai dvabena- 
4 ‘ ‘ , 4 4 2 A A ol “ \ 3s »# 
rifomev Kal Tovs Adyov pév pdovov avrov yrov Tov Beov Kal dv’rapKrov 
émimAactws kahowvtas, év érépw To elvat ExovTa, vov pev Os TOY TpodupLKOV 
Aeyopevoy bo twwv, viv dé as tov évdiderov, Xptotov $é aitov Kai vicv 
Tov Deot Kai peoityy Kai cixdva Tov Geov pi elvat zpo alwvwy Pédovtas, 
+] a“ ~ 
GAN’ éx tore Xptorov aitov yeyovévar Kai vioy tov Oeor, e€ ob THY Tue 
4 3 a 4 Ld > ld ‘ c 3 4 | ae 
répav éx THs mapSévov cdpKa aveiAndhe mpd TEeTpaKogiwy ovx GAwv éray * 
éx rére yap tov Xpurrov dpynv Baowrcias éoxnévat eHédovot, ai TEAS 
q > s& a ») Ld ‘ “ 4 “~ , 3 
Lew abryy peta THY ovvréeAcav Kal THY Kpiow. (C. 6.) Totovror dé eiow 
ot dard MapxéAAov kai Pwrewvod (Ath. Sxorevovd) trav "Ayxupoyadarar, 
a ‘ c 4 a“ fe) ‘ ‘ , ‘ , > o 
Ot THY MpoaMvov Urapéw Tov Xpirrov Kal rHv Oeoryra kai Hv arerer- 
2 “”~ s e 4 2 U > A 9 N , “~ 
tTyTov avtov BaviAclay Gpotws ‘Tovdatots aberotaow, ert mpogace rod 
“~ ~ Oo A “~ 
ovvioracbat Soxeiv TH povapxia.* topev yap avrov qpels ody drhGs Adyor 
“A “a a 
mpopopixav 7 évoudGerov tov Oeov, dAAQ COvra Peov Adyov Kal éavrov 
trdpxovra, kat viov Oeov wai Xptordv, kal ov mpoyvwoTtkws GuVEVTA Kat 
arovviipiBovra mpo aiwvwy 7@ éavrod zarpt Kal mpos macav diaxovy- 
4 b ee “ ‘4 ” “ € ca) ” n~ 3 , a Pa 
odpevov alta TH Sniovpyiay elite TOV Sparby eire TaY dopdtur. ... Cider 
A ’ ’ 
yap xpdoparov 6 Xpiords mpoceiAnpev aéiwpa, GAN advwbev rédeov 
> A) A w” A ‘ ¢ 9 , ' A 
abrov Kal T@ TaTpi Kata TavrTa Gpotov elvac wemiorevxapev. (C.7.) Kai 
\ ? 5S y a> > f ‘ en .¢ a“ ‘ 
tous A€éyovras 5é roy airoy elvat warépa Kat viov Kai dyov mvedpa, KaG 
évos Kal TOU AUTOU Mpdyparos TE Kai Tpoowrov Ta Tpia dvdpata doeBas 
A ‘ s 
éxAapBavovras, elxdtws aroxypvasopev THs exxANolas, OTL TOV axwpYTOV 
kai draby matépa xwpytov dua Kat mabyroy dia THs evar Opwirycews 
broribevrar: rowitrot yap eiow ot Tarporacctavot piv rapa “Pwpains, 
‘ 4 , > ¢ A » x € a A) ‘ 2 
SaBedAavoi S€é xardovpevar rap juiv. Oidapev yap jets Tov ev drroo- 
reiha toa év Ta oikeiw THS GvahAoWWToV Bed 79 Kevat 
vra warépa év Te oikelw THs GvahAousTtov Oedryros Oe pepernxevat, 
A) \ 3 e ‘ “ a 3 , 3 , 
tov O€ arooradévta Xpiotrov thy THS evavOpwryncews oixovopiav merAn- 
pwoxévar, (C.8.) ‘Opoiws 8& wat rods ob BovdAjoet ovde Oedyjoe yeye- 
vncOat tov viov cipnxotas avevAaBas, dvdyknv 5¢ dyAovere &BovAyrov Kat 
dmpoaiperov mepitefeckdtas TO Hew, iva dxwv yevvyoy Tov viov, SuceBeo- 
A 8 2 
TaTous Kal THs éxxAnolas Eévous emiywdoxoper.... (C.9.) AAA odde 
by) b | a ¢ 5) e a \ ce ¢€ , n N , 
tov Oedv xa éavror civat, Env re kat trapyxew Gpoiws TH raTpt A€yovres, 
dia. rovro xwptlou-v atrov tod rarpos.| The deputation to the Bishops 
of Italy. Council of Milan (345). Deposition of Photinus. Refusal of 
the deputies to condemn Arianism. Restoration and triumph of Athana- 
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sius. Its penalty. Action of Valens and Ursacius [Letters; Council 
(Milan 347?)]. Letters of the First Sirmian Synod (847). Second 
Synod (851):— Its occasion and character. Athanasius’s comment on 
its action. Synods of Arles and Milan. Hostility of the Emperor to 
Athanasius. The Third Sirmian Synod (357): A Western Synod ; its 
Formula [Quod vero quosdam aut multos movebat de substantia; quae 
Graece usia appellatur, id est, ut expressius intelligatur, homousion, aut 
quod dicitur homoeusion, nullam omnino fieri oportere mentionem, nec 
quemquam praedicare : ea de causa et ratione, quod nec in divinis scrip- 
turis contineatur, et quod super hominis scientiam sit. ... Nulla ambigui- 
tas est, majorem esse Patrem. ... Et hoc catholicum esse nemo ignorat, 
duas personas esse patris et filii, majorem patrem, fillium subjectum cum 
omnibus his, quae ipsi pater subjecit]. Response from the Counei of 
Antioch (358). Anomoeanism. Effect produced. The Council of Ancyra 
. ° € a 
(358) : Its call, occasion, motive, attendance. Its Letter [H torts quar 
els waTépa Kal vidv Kal Gyov mvevpa (0) éorw. ... Odxody of dvayervis- 
pevot els TaUTHY THY WioTIW, EvoEBOS VoEty Tas EK TOV dvopaTwY évvolas 
2 , 3 ‘ J , > \ 2 . 93 ~ 93 
dpeidoper. Ov yap ele: BamrriCovres aitous eis TO dvopa ... Tov ayev- 
, ’ , > > 3 a a ; \ A en ‘ NS ¢ 7 
vaTov Kat yevvynrov, GAA els TO TOU TaTPOS, Kal TOU viov, Kal TOV dyioU 
TVEVPATOS, va GvoNaTwY mpocaKovovTes ATO TOY hroikOv TOY Tarépa 
airlov Opoias abrov vicias évvoGpev, Kal TO Gvoua Tov Viov GkovoVTES, OpLoL- 
4 ‘ e\ / ef 3 ¢€ e7 3 Q lad s 
ov vonOwWMEV TOV ViOV TOU TaTPOS, Ov éoTW 6 vids. — Emedyn was maTyp 
dpotas obaias abrov voeirat tarnp.— Kal éorar ovrws KTioTNS pev Os 
eds, kar’ oddév GAws matnp.—‘“H Se éxxAnoia wericrevxev, Ore Geos ov 
, 9 ‘ , , “a iy A .¢q > @ 
povov €oti KTioTns KTiopatwv (TovTo yap Tovdatoe re Kai “EAAnves éxi- 
r 2 9 Q , r a “ ‘ gy e A) 
oravrat), GAA OTe Kal TaTHpP EOTL povoyevous. — Kal havepov, Gre ot py 
> > , 4 qa A N ‘ en ¥ en 4 3 o 
Kat ovgiav A€yovres Opolov TW TaTpL TOV Viov OUTE viov A€youcL,, GAA, 
la , + ‘ , 3 >) - nm € , > , 3 > A 
KTLTPG, LOVOV, OUTE TOV TaTépa, GAAG KTiOTHY* THs Gpotov evvoias OvK eri 
\ , a \ 3 , ‘ e7 » | a en Y XN > & 
THV TAVTOTHTA TOV TAaTpPOs ayovoys TOV viov, GAA ert THY KaT otciaV 
e 4 \ 3 732¢@ 2 > ma 2 Lad Ud A A 9 
Gpournra Kai aroppyrov ée& abrov drabas yvnowTyTa. — Pavepoy ydp, ott 
THs Cus THS TOU povoyevods TOU éx Tod waTpos yeyevnpEevys ovoias vooU- 
pévys, TO, OUTS, THY GpoLoTYTA THS ovoias Tpds otioiay onpaiver. — éfov- 
, fe) “a ° 
gig Omov Kal ovcigs TaTpos Tov povayevois viov — But the Son is not 
e > . ° 
Ofouvalos, or TAavTOOvaLOS, with the Father]. The Fourth (al. Fifth) 
Sirmian Council (559).— Character and why convened. Its formula 
[To d€ dvoua tis odatas dia 7d dmAovoTEpoy imo Tov TaTépwr TeHeiabaL, 
dyvoovpevoy 6¢ tro tév Aawv oxdvdarov Pepe, dd 7d pyre TAs ypadas 
TOUTO TEPLEXELY, NPETE TOUTO TeptatpEOnva Kal TaYTEAas pydEpiay pynLYV 
4 ‘ a A a 
ovoias émt Geov elvar rot Aotrov, ba Td Tas Oelas ypadas pydapod rept 


“ . n~ 
TOU TATPOS Kak viov ovoias peuvjoOa, “Opotov d€ A€yomey Tov vidv Ty 


SYNOPSIS. 87 


4 ‘ ? 
maTpt Kara wavTa, ws Kal al dy ypadai A€yoval re Kai dddoxovow ]. 
v e ° . ° a \ ° 
Valens’ tubscripticn ; Basil’s [xara wavra includes Kata 76 elvat]. Minute 
e e . ‘ hel t) 4 
issued by Basil of Ancyra, George of Laodicea. and others [To trys otatas 
” a“ .' + a a “A 3 ~ A e ~ cy 
Svopa yupvas pev ev Tada xat Kauy ov xetror Tpagy, 6 rots 5 wav- 
fa) e ‘ ~ 3 b ) e e ‘ ? oy ’ y¥ 
TaxXov eperar> wat mparcv, ad wv 6 Geos téeurtwv Muioéa cipyxer: 
Ov. 2 A a en TI aN 3 ‘O ¥ > , e Ld e 
UTws Epeis Tots viots Iaopay av. — jvayxdo@noav of marépes, of 
, Le “ , 9 ’ @ € en € , 
xpivavtes IlatAov tov Sapcoaréa ... ta detfwouv, ore 6 vids trdctacw 
/# ‘ @ 4 > - a’ ” > 9 AN ‘\ ean , > E) ig > ” 
éxet, Kal Umdpywv éori, kai wy éorty, ovyt O€ pyua éorw, ovoiav etreiv 
Y ‘ ¢? Q A ”~ e | ) 4 ‘ ma e@ LA 
Kal rov vidv, THY Stagupay Tov Te KaG éavrov dvuTapKrov Kai Tov brdp- 
a“ A > 2 2 > , é 4 ¢ | 
XOVTOS TH THS Otolas dvdpate émidetxrivTes. — YaréAaBov yap, ott, ei Td 
w r) ’ r , Q , , , .y > + # 
THs ovatas éxBAnGein. cata Bovhynow povov €yovtes, kat Kat évépyeav 
@ a cy iY er 9 ’ > 9 @ \ 9 4 8 
Gpotov TW TaTpi TOV VidV, eEovotay otalas ELovot py dvopaLoperys, Aowrov 
dvopotov A€yetv kara 70 eval, Kai KaTa TO bTapyelV TOY VioV TO TaTpL. — 
N ~ aA 
Kat py tapaccérw 10 trav trectdcewy Gvopa tuas. Ata tevTo yep tro- 
4 e 92 \ , 9 5) 3 , - , e Ld 
ardces vi dvarodirci A€yovoew, ba tas iityTas TaV TpLOUTWV tpeata- 
gas kat irapxovcas yvupiowow. Ei yop mvetpa 6 maryp, mretpa Kat 6 
7 c ‘ \, © ” 3 “A 4 e€ es e la . 
vids, Treva Kal TO Gytov mvEevpa, ov voeirat TaTyp 6 vids. “Yoéortyxe Se 
Q ‘ Cad a ry A ar a ‘ 3 » > 7 e “A 
Kal TO mvevpa, O OV VoEiTAL VIOS, O Kal OK €CoTL. ... Eixotws vpeoturos 
,e td N Q en Q A ? a e 4 . > o 
kat trapyxovros [matpos Kat viod|] Kai Tov mve‘paros Tov aytov, Tas id- 
TyTAS... MpocwTuv bpectutwv tmoatdces dvopatcvew vi avatodrtKoi, 
‘ “a A A “a , e 
OvXL Tas TpEls DrooTAaGELS, THELS Gpxas, 7 TpEts Deods A€yorvtes. ... Opo- 
~ ? 

Aoyovot yap piav elvat GeotyTa, éureprexoveav be viod év mvevpare ayip 
‘ , ¢ a“ 4 . ‘ , f ‘ , F , 
Ta TavTa, Opodrcyotot play Gedtyta, Kai piav Bacreiay, Kai piav apxny. 

A“ wv 3 ~ , 
"Opus 7a zpcdowna ev tails idtotyHot Tav Emcotdcewy etoeBGs yuwpiCover. 
a s “ 
— Kat xara pev rHv tov rargos [al. rve‘par0s] evvotay tavTov, ws Kata 
rf 4 AY , s ¢g , A 
THY THS TapKos Evvotav tavtov. Ov tavrov 5é, GAA opotov, dure TO 
A ay a > , 
MVEvpEG O éoTL 6 Vids, OK EoTLY 6 maTHp.— Avo Kav TaTépa povey Ovopa- 
Dd a 3 2 ”~ 4 4 ‘ ” Led | BARLG) 
Cwpev, Exoney TO Gvdpare Tov Turpos curuTe KovOLEVHY THY EvVOLaV TOU VIO. 
’ “A , 4 N) 
Tlarnp yap viod marnp déyerut. Kav viov povor dvopacwper, €xomev THY 
” “~ v4 9g e. cy , "E \ 6 s @ 4 
evvotav TOV Tatpos, OTL vios maTpos A€yerat. “Exerat yap Garepov Cate- 
3 , 4 
pov, kat od diaxdrrerat 7) oxéows. “AdAG Kat povov éxatepov Acyopevov 
4 , AY » ‘ 3 Q ” , 3 ‘ a “A 
auweoaye. Garépov tHy &voiav: Kai ov TO Ovepa pcvev, GAAG pera TOU 
a, ~ a n~ A “Q 
GvoOpatos Kai THS Hivews THY oikeldTHTA. Tlarépa yap vootvres tov Geor, 
fal a ra aA ‘ “~ Qa a 
Geod vootuev marépa: Kai viov vcotvres Geot, Geov routpev tov pnbérza 
e, a“ AY @ 9 , Q Q v7 tal ‘ ~ esr > c 
viov Geod, cal Guotov éxetyw xara THY prow, ov Kat voeiTal vids. ‘“Ayer- 
DY: > c ”~ 93 , Oe A r 4 , 
vytov 8é ob A€yerat yevvyrod ayévvntor, ovde yevvyrov ayevvyTou yevvyrov |. 
The Homoean Councils following Sirmium IV. [Ariminum (at first Nicene; 
finally, formula of Nice, with Valens’ “ Si quis dixerit creaturam filium 
dei, ut sunt ceterae creaturae,” and other additions) ; Seleucia (Homoeou- 
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sian at first, but finally Homoean, through Nice, Ariminum, and extorted 
signatures of deputics to Constantius; advouotos condemned, and both 
Opoovatos and dporcvovos rejected as foreign to Scripture); the Confer- 
ence at Nice and its Formula (= Third Sirmian Formula, without 
Kata mavra; added, pyre piv Seiy ext mpoowmov marpos Kai viod Kat 
dyiov mve‘paros pilav ixdataow dvopacecOat) ; Constantinople (= Sirm. 
III, Nive; ovd€ dpeiAee tadoraots wept matpos Kai viov Kat ayiov mrvev- 
patos dvepatesOa) |.” Character of the proceedings at these Councils: 
The real issue at last made clear. Change in the East. The greatness 
of Athanasius [insight, depth of religious conviction, sense of reality, single 
aim, steadfastness, devotion ;—@s TO mpi wavtos GvTos Hiv dyavos, Kat 
mpoKeymevov viv 7} GpvycacGae 7} TypHoaL THY TidTLW. — PH OKLapayoper. 
— 6 8€ vids... €or 6 viootdy Kai éAerOepay 7a. ravTA.— od yap KTiope. 
cuvynte Ta KTispata To Geo.— Ils 8, cixep xriopa Fv & Adyos, THY 
azopacw Tov Geod Atoat duvatos Fy, Kai adeivar THY duapriay ;—To yap 
idtov THs TOU marpos otaias early 6 vidc, év @ 7 KTiols mpos 701 Dedv 
KaTnAAdooero. — kai ev ait@ nica 7% xricw Krilerat Kat viororetrat |. 
Contrast, in method of approach to the central question, between the 
Fourth and the Nineteenth Centuries; yet the same ultimate problem. 
The Council of Constantinople (381).— The Call. Composed of Eastern 
Bishops. Affirmed the Nicene Confession (Canon J.). Probable origin 
of the Creed attributed to this Council, and now known as the Nicene 
Creed. 

§ 39. The Church doctrine of the Son as stated in the Nicene Creed.— 
Doctrinal purpose for which the Council was called: — Testimony of 
Athanasius; Synodal Letter; internal evidence. A Church Confession 
of Faith. Its special charactersstic. Import of the phrases: é« 77s 
ovaias tov warpos; yevvnGévra, od mombévta; Gpoovovov Te warpi. 
The humanity [capxoOévra, évarOpwxycavra}. The traditional confession 
of Unity and Trinity. Stage marked by the Creed in the history of 
Christian doctrine. 

§ 40. Theological Development of the Nicene Doctrine of the Son from 
A. D, 325 10 c. A. D. 450, or from the Nicene to the Athanasian Creed. 
[The Athauasian Creed is used as representing a type of Trinitarian doc- 
trine in the fifth century, not as itself then composed.]— Leading 
repserentatives of the Nicene Theology [Athauasius, Basil of Caesarea, 
Cyril of Jerusalem, Gregory of Nazianzus, Gregory of Nyssa, Hilary of 
Pictavium, Ambrose, Augustine]. Importance of observing the main ten- 
dency of thought in an age of awakened thought and unusual intellectual 
vigor. Influence in the Fourth Century of Homoousianism upon Sub- 
ordinationism. Neglect of this in the earlier and traditional English and 
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New England interpretation of post-Nicene Trinitarianiem [Bishop Bull, 
Moses Stuart]. Alleged influence of a heathen education on the Nicene 
Fathers. The early training of Athanasius and the three Cappadocians. 
Of Ambrose and Augustine. Of Hilary. Alleged influcnce of the Pagan 
Theogoniem and Emanationism. Attitude of the teachers of the Church 
from the time of Justin Martyr. Disproof, from their conflict with the 
Semi- Arians, of the assertion that the Nicene Fathers understood coessen- 
tiality to imply only inferior divinity. Argument derived from their not 
predicating self-existence and independence of the Son. Confusion of 
thought inthis argument. Aim of the Nicene and Post. Nicene Theology. 
What constitutes a true ‘‘Middle Way” in a Theological Controversy ? 
Prevailing errors which the defenders of the Nicene symbo! endeavored 
to overcome. How did Semi-Arianism propose to mediate? Defect in 
its Middle Way. Superiority of the Nicene mediation. Further adjust- 
ments needed. The transition from a doctrine of. the Sonship which im- 
plied inferiority to one which maintained essential equality Adjustment 
of the doctrine of distinct Hy postases to that of the Unity of the Godhead. 
Influence of Augustine. The Athanasian Creed. Terminology of the 
Fathers. (1) Greek usage. Meaning of ovota. Of “Yrdoracts. Its 
primary idea How used by Athanasius and in the Creed? Influence of 
the Sabellian Controversy. Special import as compared with ovoca. 
Final usage. [pdowmov. (2) Latin terms—are they dependent on 
Greek usage? Effet of starting with the word substantia. Objections to 
the word persona. Augustine’s suggestion. ) 


CHAPTER II.—The Divinity of the Holy Spirit. 
Kai eis mvetpa dyov. 

§ 41. The early doctrine respecting the Holy Spirit.—Testimony of Chris- 
tian faith and worship. Early and wide use of the Baptismal Formula. 
Sequence of discussion. How early were explicit formulas adopted ? 
Baur’s classification of the opinions of the Ante-Nicene Fathers. Did they 
identify the Holy Spirit with the Logos? Position in respect to the 
Divinity and perronal agency of the Spirit. Progress of thought. 

§42. The Nicene-Constantinopolitan Doctrine. — Gregory’s testimony 
respecting the existence of doubt and error. Position of the Arians 
[Eunomians]. Of the Macedonians [avevpardpayot; tpome«ot]. Of 
some of the Homoeousians. Of Hilary of Pictavium. Principal writers 
[Athanasius, Basil, Gregory Nazianzen, Gregory of Nyssa]. Their works. 
Leading aim. Two questions chicfly discussed. Arguments employed to 
prove the Divinity of the Holy Spirit. HH) postatic property ascribed to the 
Spirit. The Symbol of Constantinople (381). Signification of the terms 
Kuptov, Cwomroudy, To éx Tv TaTpos éxopevopmevoy (non factus, nec crea- 
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tus, nec genitus (est), sed procedens). Terms to which they are opposed: 
Aeroupytxov, Staxovixov, tanpérys or SotAos Oeod ; epyov, xricpa, rotnua ; 
factus, creatus. Common purpose of the terms used in the symbol. The 
Hypostatic property of the Spirit. 

§ 48. The Augustinian and Western Doctrine of the Procession of the 
Spirt. Augustine’s conception of the Father and Son as, relrtively to the 
Spirit, one principle. His reasons for this opinion. Its influence on 
Subordinationism. Its appearance in a regula fidei catholicae [Council of 
Toledo, A.D. 447(?): a patre filioque procedens]; also in the form of the 
Constantinopolitan Symbol subscribed by Reccared and Baddo (Badda), 
also by other Visigoths (bishops, nobles, and others, converts from Arian- 
ism), at the Third Council of Toledo, A.D. 589 [Credimus et in Spiritum 
Sanctum, dominum et vivificatorem, ex Patre et Filio procedentem]. 
Probable occasion for the addition. 


CHAPTER IY. The Trinity. 

Huorevw eis @va. Oeov marépa. ... Kai eis va xiptov Incowv Xpiotév, 
Tov vidv, Gpoovatov TO Tarpl.... Kai eis ro mvedpa TO dytov, TO KUptov, 
70 Couroldv, TO ex TOU TaTpOs éexopevdpevov. Fides autem catholica haec 
est: ut unum Deum in Trinitate, et Trinitatem in Unitate veneremur; 
neque confundentes personas: neque substantiam separantes. 

§ 44. Value of the statement of the Doctrine of the Trinity in the Nicene 
and Athanasian Creeds. Difference between the Eastern theological 
method of apprehending the Trinity and the Western. Substantial 
agreement. Relation of the Nicene Creed to preceding thought. Of the 
Athanasian to the period from Athanasius to Augustine. Their value as 
an outcome of Christian thought. Asa challenge to thought respecting 
their ultimate origin and impulse : — Seven stages in the process by which 
these symbolic statements were gained. Central principle and unbroken 
line of connection. Influence of faith in Chiist as a divine Redeemer 
upon the doctrine of the Holy Spirit; on the conception of the Logos; of 
the Divine Fatherhood ; of the Oneness of God; of the relation of the 
entire historic revelation to the Being of God. Difficulties confronted 
(Jewish monotheism, Celsus and Lucian, the Alexandrian Philosophy, in- 
trinsic perplexities). ‘The testimony given by this continuity as to the 
impression made by Christ, and as to the origin of the Doctrine of the 
Trinity. [Note on the “Fifth Gospel.”] Theological character of the 
Creeds. The true test of their claim toa permanent place in the Church’s 
confession of its faith. Advantage of the Nicene-Constantinopolitan 
Symbol over the Athanasian. Relative and restricted value of these 
Creeds. Dr. Hatch’s contrast between the Sermon on the Mount and the 
Nicene Creed. Truth in the contrast. Also, a suggestion of error. The 
moral necessity of the theological movement which the Creeds sum up. 
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Their valne as an index finger pointing to inadequate answers to the 
fundamental question respecting Christianity. These insufficient answers 
always at hand. The Creeds a record of a response to successive ques- 
tionings as to the Faith. Distinctive value of the Creeds: Combination 
of elements worked out historically (Coessentiality ; Hypostatic distinc- 
tions, Relationship, Order). Each has a value as excluding error. Also, 
as a positive contribution to knowledge of God. Coessentiality — one and 
the same God creates, redeems, gives spiritual life. The distinctions: 
expressed by terms of analogy, and limited by other knowledge, yet are 
terms of revelation. Meaning, in the economical Trinity. What added 
by regarding the Distinctions as ontological, and constituents of the divine 
Personality. Reality of the divine immanence — plenitude, presence in 
totality. Escape from Deistic and Pantheistic conceptions. Aid to other 
theological conceptions. Truth in the conception of the Logos or Son as 
related to the world, yet it is incomplete. Related Hypostases: sugges- 
tion of Unity. Advantage of the Biblical terms. The “ Mystery ” not 
mathematical. Where located. Personality of the Distinctions: its 
religious significance. Hypostatic order. The Creeds affirm an ontologi- 
eal Trinity, yet under the forms of revelation. More specifically, in the 
terms of the historical Christian revelation. The term“ Son.” Validity 
of its ontological interpretation. Loss of religious value if the economical 
is sundered from the ontological. Kevelation reveals. Loss of doctrinal 
security when the economical is not carried back into the ontological. 
Value of experience depends on what is experienced. Historical criti- 
cism carries the doctrine of the Trinity back into Apostolic teaching and 
the revelation of God in Christ. The Trinitarian Creeds are ministrant 
to the most real and spiritual knowledge of God. ‘Testimony of worship, 
liturgies, hymns. Letter of Kingsley. Prayer of Augustine. Have con- 
sidered diversities and antagonisms. Important to mark the points of 
agreement. Reasons why the doctrine was regarded as of intrinsic 
religious worth. 


Il. THE DOCTRINE OF THE INCARNATION. 

Kai eis rov yevvyOevra éx mvevpatos ayiov Kat Mapias ris wapbevov. 

w+. TOV CapKwlévra, évavOpwrycayta. 

§ 45. Preliminary. Elements of the Doctrine of the Person of Christ 
now to be considered. General course of the Doctrine. Method of the 
Lectnres. 

CHAPTER I.— The Faith of the Ante-Nicene Church. 
§ 46. The Humanity and Personal Unity an Article of Faith. Evidence 


from the Creeds and Rules of Faith. From the opposition to Docetism, 
Beryl] of Bostra, Humanitarianism. From the opinions of the Fathers. 
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§ 47. The Early Christology.— Irenaeus: Special interest attaching to 
his views. His conception of the Person of Christ. Of the completeness 
of his Humanity. Of the personal Union. Elements of the doctrine 
recognized by Tertullian, Origen, and others. Character of the subsequent 
Progress of the Doctrine. Hastened by Christological Heresies of the 
Second and Third Periods. 


CHAPTER II.— The Church Doctrine as developed into 
Symbolic Statements. 


§ 48. The First Three Councils.— Nicene statement. Nicene-Constan- 
tinopolitan. The condemnation of the Marcelliars, and the words ob rs 
Baowreias ovx éorat téAos. The condemnaticn of the Apollinariane. 
Action of the Third Ecumenical Council. By whom repudiated. 

§ 49. The Fourth Ecumenical Council (451). Position of the Doctrine 
when the Council met — (1) Jn relation to the Creeds of the Church. (2) 
To the tendencies of thought in the Church. Two Heresies connected 
with these. Characteristics of the Alexandrian Christology. Explain 
Athanasius’s language :' 4 dovyxuros guatxy Evwots Tov Adyou Tpos THY 
Stay avrov yevopevny odpxa.; also the formulas— pia Picts tc0 Oeod Adyou 
cecapxwpéryn,— ex dvo0 dicewy mpo THs évacews, pera S€ THY Evwow pia 
vets, and their connection. Wide prevalence of the Alexandrian Chrie- 
tology. Its merits. Augustine’s approximation to it. Main thought of 
the Antiochian Christology. Explain the Nestorian terms: cvvadea: 
€vwots oxerixy* Statpeois Tov idwydtrwy. Opposed to what terms of the 
Alexandrian School? (8) In relation to the conflict of these Schools 
previous to A.D. 451. Chief opponent of Nestorius. The symbolic word 
of this controversy [@eoroxos]. Its significance to the two parties. Pur- 
port and aim of Cyril’s letter to Nestorius. [duadcpor pev ai xpos éve- 
TyTa THY dAnOinvy cuveveyOeioa dices, els be e€ dudoty Xpioros Kai 
vids *— érady Sé de yuas, xat dud tHV yperépay cwrypiay é&vdoas éavTa 
xa iméoracw capa dvOpwmwov, mponAGev éx yuvaiKds, Tavryrot A€yerat 
yervnPyvat capkixas »— éreidy 6% 16 yeyovos atrot idiov capa. weds Oe, 
Tavry madw airos A€yeror wabetv izép jpav. "Hv yap 6 abros drabys 
év tw mdoxovre odpart|. Reception and influence of this letter. Creed 
to which it gave rise. By whom composed. Its character. [8vo ¢v'- 
cewy évwots yéyove. — Jeov réAciov kat avOpwrov réAeov ex Yuy7s Aoyt- 
Kns Kat owpatos.— Kara ravrnv tHv THs dovyxiTov eviews evvoray 
Spodoyotpev THY ayiav wapOévov BeoroKoy, bia To Tov Hedy Adyov capKw- 
Ojva Kat évavOpwrjoat, xat €€ aris THs ovAAnPEws Evaoat éauTe tov é& 
airs AnpOévta vacv: ras 5 evayyeAtKas Kai dmooroduKas mept rod 
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Kupiov @wvds, iopev tovs Oeoddyous dvépas, tas pev Kotvoro.otvras, ws 
ép’ évds mpoodmov, Tras Sé Staipowvras, ds eri S¥o dicewy: Kal ras pey 
Geompereis Kata tHv Oedryta tot Xpuorot, ras dé tramewas xara THV 
dvOpomoryra. abrov wapadidévras |. Cyril’s explanation in respect to the 
participation of the Logos in suffering. What secured by each of the 
parties. Final issue. Next stage of the controversy. Eutyches’ tenet. 
Flavian’s course. Action of his Synod (448). T.eo’s letter (Epistola 
dogmatica) — Its occasion and importance? Its leading positions ? 
[Verbum caro factum est, et habitavit in nobis, hoc est in ¢a carne, 
quam assumsit ex homine, et quam spiritu vitae rationalis animavit 
Salva igitur proprietate utriusque naturae et substantiae, et in unam 
coeunte personam, suscepta est a majestate humilitas ... ut, quod nostris 
remediis congruebat, unus atque idem mediator Dei et hominum, homo 
Jesus Christus, et mori posset ex uno, et mori non posset ex altero. In 
integra ergo veri hominis perfectaque natura verus natus est Deus, totus 
in suis, totus in nostris. ... Qui enim verus est Deus, idem verus est homo : 
et nullum est in hac unitate mendacium, dum invicem sunt et humilitas 
hominis et altitudo Deitatis.... Agit enim utraque forma cum alterius 
communione qnod proprium est. Verbo scilicet operante, quod Verbi est, 
et cagne exequente quod carnis est. Unum horum coruscat miraculis, 
aliud succumbit injuriis]. The “ Robber Synod” (449) — its occasion, 
leader, and action. (4) Position of the doctrine in relation to leaders, 
nationalities, the empire. Dioscorus. Theodoret. Anatolius. Leo the 
Great. Pulcheria. Marcian. The general political situation. The 
Eastern Empire. Its true membership. The disaffected membership. 
The Nestorian and Eutychian questions connected with national rivalries. 
Syria. Armenia. Egypt and Abyssinia. Union of Church and State 
(Thodosius the Great). Eastern Monachism and Monasticism. 

§ 50. Lhe Fourth Ecumenical Council (continued). Attendance. Pro- 
ceedings at the First Session. At the Second. Objections to Leo’s letter. 
How met. Can Cyril’s doctrine be harmonized with the formnla: Agit 
utraque forma, etc.? Position given at the close to Leo’s letter (Instruc- 
tion of the doubting, etc.). At the Fifth Session. New turn of affairs. 
Final result — how obtained. Doctrine of the Creed? [... €va «at tov 
avrov poAoyelv viov ... exdiddoxopev ... éx dvo0 picewy (leg. év dv0 pice- 
ow) dovyxutus, atpéxtus, adiatpérws, dxwptotus yvopifopevov *— cwlo- 
pévyns ... THS Widryros éxarépas dicews Kai eis Ev mpdgwrov Kal plav 
brootacw ovvtpexovons|. By whom received. How far Ecumenical? 
Its value. Its scientific defect. Due to what? 

§ 51. The Fifth and Sixth Ecumenical Councils (553, 680-681). The 
Monophysite Controversy (451-680).—Four Phases? [a. 451-482 (Zeno’s 
Henoticon) b. 482-565 (Justin I1.: Edict of Peace) c. 565-622 (Herac- 
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lius)’ d. 622-680 (Monothelitism)]. Application of the title Monophysites. 
Divergence from Eutyches. Their objection to the two natures. Litur- 
gical formula. Where powerful. Design and import of Zeno’s Henoti- 
con. Twofold effect. Nature of the Division between the Monophysites. 
Concessions made by Justinian. What controversy resulted? Action 
of the Fifth Council. Its significance. How interpreted by Justinian. 
II.? Basis of renewed negotiations with the Monophysites by Heraclius ? 
Mia Geardpixy évépyera — origin of this formula. Its ambiguity. By 
whom opposed? Result of Sophronius’s opposition. Correspondence of 
Sergius and Honorius. Position of the latter Course of Sophronius (as 
Patriarch). Second letter of Honorius. Heraclius’s "Ex@eots — what 
expressions condemned? What doctrine affirmed? How received? 
Ecclesiastical strength at this time of Monothelitism. Death of Honorius 
and its consequences. Course of Constans II. (the Type — Tuzos epi 
miorews). Action of the Lateran Synod (649). Policy of Constantine 
(IV.) Pogonatus. Measures adopted by Agatho. Their result. Pur- 
port and importance of his letter. Request of the Roman legates at the 
first session of the Council. Character of the subsequent proceedings. 
Persistency and reasoning of Macarius. . His Confession [ow{erar dé 
pGdNov 7 idiorys éxarépas picews ev Evi mpoowTw Kal troordce pug: 
..» OD yap Kara Oedv 7a Geta, oS ad xara avOpwrov ra dvOpurrwa. 
GAd’ évavOpwrrncas Meds Adyos Kawyv-rwa tHv Geavdpuxny evépyeay, Kal 
rauTyy GAnv Cowmowv émdeixvurar... ddvvarov yap év évi Kai to aire 
Xpiore 7 Geo Nuav dvo dpa Kat xara tavrov évavria, 7) Kat dpove 
igerravas GeAynpara]. Relation of the human nature to the Divine. 
Action of the Council at the eighteenth Session. [From the Symbol: 
... dvo0 guaoixds OeAnoes Arot GeAnpara év aira (Xpwre@), xat dvo 
dvoixas evepyeias aduapérws, arpértws, dyepiotws, dovyxUTws, Kara THY 
Tov dyiwy tatépwv Sdackadiay wcavrws KypUTTomey* Kai Sve pev puouxa 
Gehnpara ovK trevavria, pn yévorro,... GAN éxdpevov 7d dvOpurrwov 
atrov Oé\npa, Kat py aytimintov, 7 dytimadatoy, padAov péy ovv Kat 
imoracadpevov TH Oeiw airod Kat navobever OeAnparr. "Eda yap 
To THS capKos GéeAnpa KuyPyvat, troraynvar Sé 7G OeArpate TO Oeixd. | 
- [From the Address to the Emperor: Et yap d6éAnrdév re Kal dvépyyrov 
tiv dvOpwrivyy rod Kupiov iow Néyew wapyoopey zov ro réAeov év 
dvOpwréryte céoworat ; obdéy yap awioryow Erepov tis dvOpwrivys 
ovolas THY TeACOTYTA, EL pyToLye TO ovoLmdEes DéAnya, Sv od Kai H TIS 
abreLovatdryros éy tiv xapaxrypilerat Svvapis. Otrws éxérw xal } 
ovawdns evépyea ... ‘Qomep ovv 7 tev dv0 Picewy cvvdpopyn piav juiv 
dovyxuTov rE, Kat ddiatpyrov. épidage riv imégTacw, olTw Kai 7 pla 
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troctacts év dio Siaddprovea hicect Ta éxarépa mpoonkovra. Tapedei- 
kvvev tote |. . 

§ 52. Conclusions. Historical strength of the doctrine of two natures. 
Of the desire to connect Christ’s sufferings with the Logos. J-ogical rela- 
tion of the action of the Sixth Council to that of the Fourth. Relation 
to the doctrine of the oneness of Christ’s Person. Seeming divergence 
between the Creed and the Address. Agreement as to the centre of 
personality. Form in which the doctrine was inherited by the Mediacval 
Church. John of Damascus [zpdmos dvridécews: mepydpyots* aap§— 
ov0€ dvuTéotatos — ov xaP éavriv idtocvararos — brooraca, évyTéaTa- 
Tos pdaAddov]. | 

[Second Period —§ 00. Christology of Apollinaris, Athanasius and the 
three Cappadocians, Hilary, Cyril of Alexandria, Augustine(?). § 00. 
Of Theodore of Mopsuestia, Nestorius, Theodoret, Augustine, Leo. ] 

[Third Period —§ 00. Of Severus, Julian (Mia évépyea) Pseudo- 
Dionysius Areopagita, Theodore of Pharan, Sergius, Pyrrhus, Cyrus, 
(Ev 6€Anua) Honorius. § 00. Of Boethius, Sophronius, Maximus, Anas- 
tasius, Martin I., Agatho. § 00. Of John of Damascus. ] 


Il. THE DOCTRINE OF SALVATION. 


Kai eis... rov émt Tlovriov WAarov oravpwlévra kai tadévra, tH TpiTy 
qpépa dvactavra éx (Trav) vexpov, dvaBavra. eis ToUs Ovpavovs, KaOnpeEvov 
év defia tov marpds, Obey Eépyerat Kpivey Cavras Kat vexpovs. Kai... 
dyiay éxxAynoiay, dderw dpaptiav, capKos avacract. 

... Oa THY Hperépay owrnptav. 


CHAPTER I.—The Provision of Salvation. Redemption. 


§ 53. The Faith of the Church. Comprehensive Principle of the Soteri- 
ology of the Ancient Church. What involved in Union between God 
and Man, according to the Fathers. Christological ground of this Union. 
Relation-to it of Christ’s Person. Of his History. His Death. Value 
attached, from the beginning, to his vicarious sufferings and death (Objec- 
tive efficacy. Expiation): Testimony of Apostolic Fathers; Justin ; Cle- 
ment of Alexandria; Tertullian; Irenaeus; Cyril of Jerusalem; later 
Fathers. 

§ 54. Views of the Fathers respecting the rationale of the doctrine: 
General statement as to thesvientifiec growth of the doctrine. Inconsistent 
Opinions. Particular elements and relations. Elementary completeness. 

“Two predominant relations of the Death of Christ. Progress made. 
Theory into which that of a ransom to Satan passed over. What Fathers 
recognize a propitiatory theory of Atonement. Connected with what 
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conception of the person of Christ? Patristic conception of the divine 
Justice. ‘Theory of Atonement by vicarious Sacrifice: How presented 
by Irenaeus? Opinions of Urigen unfriendly to it. Significance attached 
to the death of Christ in his exegetical writings. Athanasius’s represen- 
tations. Theory of a ransom paid to Satan: Was it held by Irenaeus? 
How stated by Origen. ‘Three elements of the theory. History of each. 
Process of transition from this theory to that of propitiation. The neces- 
sity of Christ’s death. 


CHAPTER II. The Objects (Subjects) of Salvation. 


5 7 ean A F) @ 4 
~+- Ol MUaS TOUS avUpwrrous. 


§ 55. Preliminary. — Reason for the comparative neglect of Anthro- 
pology in the early Church. Special occasion for the discussion of man’s 
moral condition. Relation in which the Freedom of the Will was main- 
tained. Nature of the arguments adduced. Use made of the biblical 
doctrine of fallen angels. Facts universally recognized. Specific ques- 
tions in respect to which two types of doctrine appear as early as the 
third century. 

§ 56. The Greek Anthropology. — Irenaeus’s conception of Freedom. 
Of the necessity of divine grace. Position of the Alexandrian School 
respecting human Freedom. Origen’s exposition of Phil. 11. 12. His 
account of faith. ‘The Alexandrian view of Original Sin. Modifications 
of the Alexandrian Anthropology by the later Greek theologians — Dr 
Shedd’s statement. Beginnings of such a change in Athanasius’s writings. 
Basil. Rejection of Pelagianism by the Fhird Council—in what con- 
nection? Cunsiderations which show that salvation is not deemed a 
reward of merit. 

§ 57. The Latin Anthropology before Augustine: General characteristics 
of the Latin Anthropology as compared with the Greek. Specific differ- 
ence arising from the introduction of the doctrine of inherited corruption. 
First formally stated by Tertullian [Malum igitur animae... ex originis 
vitio antecedit, naturale quodlammodo. ‘Nam ... naturae corruptio alia 
natura est,... ut tamen insit et bonum animae illud principale, illud di- 
vinum atque germanum, et proprie naturale. Quod enim a deo est, 
non tam exstinguitur, quam obumbratur. — l.a oninis anima eo usque in 
Adam censeatur, donee in Christo recenseatur.— Quid festinat innocens 
aetas ad remissionem peccatorum ?— per quem (sc. Satanam) homo a pri- 
mordio circumventus, ut praeceptum dei excederet, et propterea in mortem 
datus, exinde totuin genus de suo semine infectum suae etiam damnationi, 
traducem fecit]. What Latin teachers before Augustine adopt it ? 


~ Their views respecting Regeneration. 
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§ 58. The Pelagian Controrersy: Education of Pelagius. Other Pela- 
gian leaders. Words of Augustine which gave offence [Et tota spes mea 
non nisi in magna valde misericordia tua. Da quod jubes, et jube quod vis]. 
Errors charged upon Coelestius at Carthage (A.D. 412). Subsequent 
procedings in Palestine. In the West Positions taken by the Cartha- 
ginian Council, A.D. 418. 

§ 59. Augustine’s Anthropology in Comparison with the Pelagian.— 
How early did Augustine adopt the views respecting the relation of Grace 
and Freedom advocated by him in the Pelagian Controverry? State the 
Pelagian doctrine of the primitive state of man. The Pelagian conception 
of freedom. Its historical connection. Three points to be considered 
in Augustine’s description of man’s primitive condition. Man's original 
endowment. His moral state. What implied in real freedem, or holi- 
ness. Sense in which man was created holy. Further characteristic of 
his original freedom. Augustine’s view of man’s final Perfection. His 
doctrine of Necessity (beata necessitas boni). Mediating Principle by 
which this perfection is to be attained. Different senses in which Augus- 
tine attributes Freedom to man in Paradise Difference between Augus- 
tine’s conception of Adam's power of choice and the Pelagian theory. 
Probationary conditions under which this Freedom was exercised. Result 
of right choice under there conditions. The Pelagian doctrine of the Fall 
and its consequences. Extent of the Pelaian opposition to the doctrine 
of Original Sin. Effects of Adam's transpression recoznized by Augustine. 
His view of the impotence to good of the fallen will. Aristotle’s distinc- 
tion between Avvayis and Evépyea. Application of this distinction to 
Augustine’s doctrine of Inability. Connection of his views on this subject 
with his experience. His doctrine of Original Sin. His usual method of 
treating this subject Special excellence of his treatment of it. By what 
test it is to be judged. Element of the problem unduly slighted in his 
system. The Pelagian doctrine of Grace. Its relation to the will. Ulti- 
mate and adequate reason of a right choice. Objections. Augustine’s 
doctrine. 

§ 60. Semi-Pelagianism. — Duration of the Semi-Pelagian Controversy 
(428-529). Locality. leading writers. Dispute in the Convent of Ad- 
rumetum (A.D. 426). Writings and teaching of Augustine. Training, 
teaching and influence of John Cassian. Treatises of Augustine. Their 
tenor. Charge made in the Praedestinatus. Efforts and success of Faus- 
tus. New movement after his death. By whom originated and sustained. 
Conclusions of the Synod of Orange. Dogmatic result. Question left 
open. Followers of Augustine. Opposition. The Semi-Pelagian doc- 
trine as to Grace and Freedom. Truths apprehended which had been 
slighted by Augustine. Chief defect of Semi-Pelayianism. 
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CHAPTER III.— The Realization of Salvation, through the Holy 
Spirit, in the Present Life. 


§ 61. The Church.— Position of the Article concerning the Church in 
the early Creeds. Irenaeus’s statement [in ecclesia posuit deus apostolos 
.».@t universam reliquam operationem spiritus]. Origen’s view. Cyp- 
rian’s. The Constantinopolitan statement [eis piav, ayiav, xadodAuny 
kat drooroAuKny éxxAnoiav| Apostolicity: Two ideas involved. Their 
primitive relation. Subsequent. Causes of the change. Bearers of the 
Apostolical succession. Cavholicity: Earliest use and meaning. Cyprian’s 
usage. Later explanations (Cyril of Jerusalem. Augustine). Influence 
of the Donatist controversy. Unity: How represented by Clement of 
Rome. In the Ignatian Epistles. By Irenaeus and Tertullian. By 
Cyprian. What accepted by him as the organ of Unity ? Comparison of 
lis view with Irenaeus’s. Influence of the Novatian controversy in devel- 
oping the theory that the Episcopate is the Organ of Unity, and of the 
Iloly Spirit. Position of Augustine. Holiness: What question raised ? 
Opinion of the Montanists, Novatians, and Donatists. The Catholic view. 
How stated and defended by Augustine? The Church as the Creation 
and Organ of the Spirit. The Church and the World. 

§ 62. The Sacraments.— General conception of a sacrament (pvor7nprio, 
sacramentum). Number. How defined by Augustine. Their operation — 
what always connoted by the term. View thus excluded. Perversion 
of the ancient ideal theory to a magical — how and when effected. 
Questions to be considered. Three modes of conceiving the efficacy of 
sacraments. Representatives of each. Difficulties in the way of such 
a classification. The Eucharist — result of investigation as to hturgical 
formulas. Prevalence of the symbolic theory. Advocates of the theory 
of transformation (xara weraBoAnv). What required of the recipient. 
View taken of the necessity of Sacraments. Their validity. Special 
effects ascribed to Baptism. Subjects. Mode. Opinions respecting the 
benefits conferred by the Eucharist. Rise of the sacrificial theory (hostia). 
Sacerdotalism. 

§ 63. The Word of God [16 AaAjoav ba TOV rpodyrov j. 

§ 64. The Forgiveness of Sins. — Its objective presentation. Its appro- 
priation. Failure to appreciate the organic relation between Faith and 
Works. Further and consequent defects and errors. Teaching of Au- 
* gustine. Language of Caesarius of Arles. Of the Synod of Orange. 


CHAPTER IV.— The Realization of Salvation in «‘The World 
to Come.”? 
. OOev Epyerar xpivew Covras Kal vexpous. 
. mpocdokapev avactracw vexpav «at Cwnv Tov péAXovtos aidivos. 
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§ 65. Preliminary.—Period of expectation of the speedy coming of our 
Lord. Growth of belief in the postponement of this Advent [promoted 
by Millenarianism and Montanism (reaction), by the Alexandrian exe- 
gesis, by the progress of the Church and lapse of time, by the conquest of 
the Empire]. Further modification of opinion respecting the Final State 
through (a) the rejection of Restorationism, (0) the reduction of Christi- 
anity from its Universality as the Religion of Redemption by the external- 
izing of the doctrine of the Church, and by the Augustinian doctrines of 
Original Sin and Predestination. 

§ 66. The Intermediate State—Common belief respecting Hades. Its 
regions (sinus Abrahae, ignis). Paradise —Tertullian’s opinion. Origen’s. 
Cyprian’s. Prevalent subsequent opinion. Its effect on the idea of Hades. 
Similar influence of belief in the descensus ad inferos. State of the 
wicked after death. Of the righteous — before Christ. After Christ — 
Earlier views. Origen’s. Later Fathers’. Opinion as to Martyrs. How 
extended. Augustine’s hypothesis of an ignis purgatorius. Its novelty. 
By whom made an article of faith. How stated and applied. Legendary 
representations. 

§ 67. The Resurrection. Millenarianism.— Early opponents of the 
doctrine of the resurrection. Writings in defence. Arguments. Form 
which the doctrine assumed (resurrectio carnis). Origen’s representa- 
tion. By whom accepted. What opinion prevailed? Doctrine of a 
double resurrection — by whom maintained. Chiliasm — Its chief ele- 
ments. To what extent prevalent in the Karly Church. Its basis. By 
whom opposed. Its disappearance in the East. In the West. Was -it 
ever a doctrine of the Church? 

§ 68. The Final State— The Judgment— Its import. Time. Signs. 
Concomitants. Blessedness of the righteous. Punishment of the wicked 
[General opinion]. 

§ 69. Future Punishment. — Its irreversibility well nigh universally held 
in the second century. Exception? Did any church teacher hold that 
the wicked ceased to exist [Ep. ad Diog., Justin, Irenaeus]? Annihila- 
tion not taught by any eminent teacher of the Ancient Church. Arnobius. 
By whom was Restorationism held [Origen, Gregory of Nyssa, Diodorus 
of Tarsus, Theodore of Mopsuestia. Suggested by Clement of Alex.; 
less definitely by Didymus of Alex., Titus of Bostra, Jerome, [elsewhere 
pleads ignorance]. Position of Gregory of Nazianzus, [suggests possibility 
of at least a partial restoration]. Augustine’s concession [nonnulli, imo 
quam plurimi]. Other indications. Examination of Origen’s Restora- 
tionism. [De Principiis (before a.p. 231), Hom. in Jeremiah, Cont. Ceis.]. 
Opposition [Alexandria (A.D. 231-32, 399), Jerusalem, Cyprus (399), 
Rome? (496), Antioch (c. 542), Justinian’s Letter to Mennas (543), The 
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fifteen Anathemas—by whom probably issued? Was Origen condemned 
by the Fifth Council? Ifso, for what? Jn Trullo (696)]. Belief of the 
Early Church in Christ’s descent into Hades to preach the gospel. Limi- 
tations, especially in the West, after Augustine. Different statements as 
to the extent and efficacy of this preaching. Corruption of Eschatology 
after Gregory I. Influence of the’doctrine of Purgatory. Superior moral 
earnestness of the Western Church. Mode in which the Universality of 
Christianity found expression. Elements of this truth obscured. 


CHAPTER Y.—The Ultimate Source and the Final Cause of 
Salvation. 
Ort €€ aivrov kat Ot avrov Kal eis abrév Ta wayra. 

§ 70. The Divine Purpose of Salvation. Predestination and Election. 
Preliminary. — Began with the doctrine of God, and close with it. Arose 
last historically. Assumes definite form first with Augustine, and late 
with him. Belonge mainly to Western thought. Logical naturalness of 
this order. The aim of Christianity. Use of terms. Classification of 
opinions [Goodwin] — Subjects of Election. Ground. End. (Who, Why, 
To what). Five opinions-—— The Ecclesiastical view, the Arminian, the 
Augustinian, the National, Election in Christ to service (includes personal 
salvation, implies a kingdom or society). 

§ 71. To Augustine. — Clement of Rome. The Ignatian Epistles. 
Shepherd of Hermas. Epistle to Diognetus. Justin. Irenaeus. Later 
Greek Fathers. The Early Latin Fathers. Influence of the Western 
doctrine of Original Sin and consequent limitation of freedom. 

§ 72. Augustine’s teaching.—His earlier view [putans fidem qua in deum 
credimus, non esse donum dei, sed a nobis esse in nobis. ... Non ergo 
elegit deus opera cujusquam in praescientia, quae ipse daturus est ; sed 
fidem elegit in praescientia, ut quem sibi crediturum esse praescivit, ipsum 
elegerit, cui spiritum sanctum daret, ut bona operando, etiam eternam 
vitam consequeretur. Nondum diligentius quaesiveram, nec adhuc in- 
veneram qualis sit electio gratiae]. Change of opinion apparent in De 
diversis quaestionibus ad Simplicianum, A.D. 397 [Quaeritur autem, utrum 
vel fides mereatur hominis justificationem ; an vero nec fidei merita prae- 
cedant misericordiam dei, sed et fides ipsa inter dona gratiae numera- 
tur. ... Nemo enim credit qui non vocatur. — Sed si vocatio ista ita est 
efficatrix bonae voluntatis, ut omnis eam vocatus sequatur, quomodo 
verum erit, Multi vocati, pauci electi? ... Tlli enim electi, qui congruenter 
vocati. ... Cujus autem miseretur, sic eum vocat, quomodo sit ei congru- 
ere, ut vocantem non respuat.— Cf Augustine’s statement in De Dono 
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Perseverantiae, a.D. 429: Quod plenius sapere coepi in ea disputatione, 
quam scripsi ad beatae memoriae Simplicianum episcopum Mediolanensis 
Ecclesiae, in mei episcopatus exordio, quando et initium fidei donum dei 
esse cognovi, et asserui]. Completion of change of view shown in De 
correptione et gratia, A.D. 427 [Subventum est igitur infirmitati voluntatis 
humanae, ut divina gratia indeclinabilter et inseparabiliter [al. insu- 
perabiliter] ageretur; et ideo, quamvis infirma, non tamen deficeret, 
neque adversitate aliqua vinceretur. Haec de his loquor, qui praedes- 
tinati sunt in regnum dei, quorum ita certus est numerus, ut nec ad- 
datur eis quisquam, nec minuatur ex eis]; in Liber de Praedestinatione 
Sanctorum, A.D. 428 [Ecce quare dixi superius, hoc apostolico prae- 
cipue testimonio [1 Cor. iv. 7] etiam me ipsum fuisse convictum: cum de 
hac re aliter saperem; quam mihi deus in hac quaestione solvenda, cum 
ad episcopum Simplcianum, sicut dixi, scriberem, revelavit. — Fides 
igitur, et inchoata, et perfecta, donum dei est. —Appareat itaque nobis in 
nostro capite ipse fons gratiae, unde secundum uniuscujusque mensuram 
se per cuncta ejus membra diffundit. Ea gratia fit ab initio fidei suae 
homo quicumque christianus, qua gratia homo ille ab initio suo factus est 
Christus, de ipso Spiritu et hic donatus, de quo est ille natus; eodem 
Spiritu fit in nobis remissio peccatorum, quo Spiritu factum est ut nullum 
haberet ille peccatum. Haec se Deus esse facturum profecto praescivit 
Ipsa est igitur praedestinatio sanctorum, quae in Sancto sanctorum 
maxime claruit.— Intelligamus ergo vocationem qua fiunt electi: non 
qui eliguntur quia crediderunt, sed qui eliguntur ut credant] ; in De Dono 
Persev. a.D. 429 [Si autem utrumque [i.e. initium fidei, finis fidei] dei 
donum est, et haec dona sua (quod negare quis potest ?) daturum se esse 
praescivit; praedestinatio praedicanda est, ut possit vera, dei gratia, hoc 
est, quae non secundum merita nostra datur, insuperabili munitione defeni 
di]. Final doctrine involves change of opinion, logical development, sharp- 
ening of statement. Causes of this change and development: Exegetical 
studies, especially of Pauline Epp. in connection with religious experience 
[Account of conversion in Confessions, A.D. 8386. — Subsequent retirement 
and studies (bapt. 387, Presbyter 391, Bp. 395) — Special texts (1 Cor. 
iv. 7, Rom. v. 12, ix. 6 sqq., Phil, ii. 13)]. Controversies [with Manichae- 
ans (888-404), Donatists (3938-420), Pelagians and Semi-Pelagians (412- 
429). Probable difference between the earlier and later influence of his 
contest with Manichaeism. Relation of his Predestinarianism to his doc- 
trine of the Church. Believed in the primariness of grace and in the neces- 
sity of the church as its channel, and the two beliefs interacted, yet the 
former was not imported into his mind in order to prove the latter, but 
was original and fundamental. The Pelagian Controversy]; Philosoph- 
ical principles [ Augustine's philosophical history — Manichaeism, Platon- 
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ism, Neo-Platonism. First awakening to philosophy (Hortensius) — Et 
hoc solum me in tanta flagrantia refrangebat, quod nomen Christi non 
erat ibi.— Recent translation of Plato’s works. First effect of contact 
with Manichaeism. Helped from Scepticism by Platonism — objective 
truth, — all things from God (inveneram incommutabilem et veram veri- 
tatis aeternitatem, supra mentem meam commutabilem. — certus esse te ; 

. caetera vero ex te esse omnia, hoc solo firmissimo documento, quia 
sunt); evil no substance but perversion of will, defect of good (Kt quaesivi 
quid esset iniquitas, et non inveni substantiam: sed a summa substantia, 
te Deo. detortae in infima voluntatis perversitatem. — Cum omnino natura 
nulla sit malum, nomenque hoc non sit nisi privationis boni.— Nemo igitur 
quaerat efficientem causam malae voluntatis: non enim est efficiens, sed 
deficiens ; quia nec illa effectio est, sed defectio. Deficere namque ab 
eo quod summe est, ad id quod minus est, hoc est incipere babere volun- 
tatem malam)]. Further definition [praedestinatio est gratiae praepara- 
tio, gratia vero jam ipsa donatio, — gratia vero est ipsius praedestinationis 
effectus — pradeestinatio est, quae sine yraescientia non potest esse : potest 
autem esse sine praedestinatione praescientia. Predestinatione quippe 
deus ea praescivit, quae fuerat ipse facturus: unde dictum est, Fecit quae 
futura sunt (Isai. xlv, see LXx). Prescire autem potens est etiam quae 
ipse non facit ; sicut quaecumque peccata]. Not a double predestination. 
Produces a specific effect [caritas, dilectio, bona voluntas, ea fides quae 
per dilectionem operatur]. Stages in the process of grace and predesti- 
nation [gratia praeveniens, praeparans; operans ; cooperans ; perficiens, 
donum perseverantiae]. Pelagian theory. 

§73. The Semi-Pelagian Doctrine, and the later Augustinianis.—The De 
Vocatione Omnium Gentium. Rejection of unconditional Predestination. 
[See Synopsis, § 60, p.47] Synod of Arles, c. 475 a.v. [Epistola Faust: 
anathema illi qui ... cum sine gratia dei liberari posse crediderit ; illi, 
qui hominem cum fideli confessione solenniter baptizatum, et asserentem 
catholicam fidem, et postmodum per diversa hujus mundi oblectamenta 
prolapsum, in Adam et originale peccatum periisse asseruit; illi, qui per 
dei praescientiam in {mortem deprimi hominem dixerit; illi, qui dixerit, 
illum qui periit, non accepisse ut salvus esse posset; id est, de baptizato, 
vel de illius aetatis pagano, qui credere potuit et noluit; illi qui dixerit 
quod vas contumeliae non possit assurgere, ut sit vas in honorem; illi qui 
dixerit, quod Christus non pro omnibus mortuus sit, nec omnes salvos esse 
velit. — Lucidi ... Libellus ad Episcopos: damno vobiscum sensum illum, 
qui dicit humanae obedientiae laborem divinae gratiae non esse jungen- 
dum. Qui dicit post primi bominis lapsum ex toto arbitrium voluntatis 
extinctum. Qui dicit quod Christus et salvator noster mortem non pro 
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omnium salute susceperit. Qui dicit quod praescientia dei hominem 
violenter compellat ad mortem, vel quod cam dei pereant voluntate qm 
pereunt. Qui dicit quod post acceptum legitime baptismum in Adam 
moriatur quicumque deliquerit. Qui dicit alios deputatos ad mortem, alios 
ad vitam praedestinatos. Qui dicit ab Adam usque ad Christum nullos 
ex gentibus per primam dei gratiam, id est per legem naturae, in adven- 
tum Christi fuisse salvatos, eo quod liberum arbitrium in primo parente 
perdiderint. Qui dicit patriarchas ac prophetaz, vel summos quosque 
sanctorum, etiam ante redemptionis ,tempora, intra. paradisum deguisse. 
.-. Ita autem assero gratiam dei ut annisum hominis et conatum gratiae 
semper adjungam, et libertatem voluntatis humanae non extinctam, sed 
attenuatam et infirmatam esse pronunciem: et periclitari eum qui salvus 
est, et eum qui periit potuisse salvare. ... Et quia in tantis rebus consci- 
entiae satisfaciendum, memini me ante dixisse, quod Christus pro his tan- 
tum, quos credituros praescivit, advenisset. ... Nune vero sacrorum testi- 
moniorum auctoritate, quae abunde per spatia divinarum inveniuntur scrip- 
turarum, ex seniorum doctrina ratione patetacta, libens fateor Christum 
etiam pro perditis advenisse, quia eodem nolente perierunt. Neque 
enim fas est circa eos solum qui videntur esse salvati. immensae divitias 
bonitatis ac Leneficia divina concludi. ... Assero etiam, per rationem et 
ordinem saeculorum alios lege gratiae, alios lege Moysi, alios lege naturae, 
quam deus in omninum cordibus scripsit, in spe adventus Christi fuisse 
salvatos: tamen ex initio mundi ab original nexu, nisi intercessione sacri 
sanguinis non absolutos]. 

Synod of Valence, 529, a.p. Synod of Orange 529, a.p. [Quod viribus 
naturae bonum aliquid, quod ad saluiem pertineat, cogitare aut eligere 
sine gratia non postimus. — Quod per liberum arbitrium ad gratiam bap- 
tismi pervenire nullus possit.—Tales nos amat deus. quales futuri sumus 
ipsius dono, non quales sumus nostro merito.— Jam hic enim erat lex, et 
non justificabat : jam hic erat et natura, et non justificabat. Ideo Christus 
non gratis mortuus est.— Nemo habet de suo, nisi mendacium et peccatum. 
— Prorsus donum dei est diligere deum. Ipse ut diligeretur dedit, qui non 
dilectus diligit. — Hoc etiam secundum fidem catholicam credimus, quod 
accepta per baptismum gratia, omnes baptizati, Christo auxiliante ct co- 
operante, quae ad salutem animae pertinent, possint et debewnt, si fideliter 
laborare voluerint, adimplere. Aliquos vero ad malum divina potertate 
praedestinatos esse, non solum non credimus, sed etiam si sunt, qui tantum 
malum credere velint, cum omni detestatione ils anathema dicimus. Hoe 
etiam salubriter profitemur et credimus, quod in omni opere bona, non nos 
incipimus, et postea per dei misericordiam adjuvamur} sed ipse nobis nullis 
precedentibus bonis meritis, et fidem et amorem sui prius inspirat, ut et 
baptismi sacramenta fideliter requiramus, et post baptismum cum ipsius 
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adjutorio ea quae sibi sunt placita implere posssimus]. Confirmed by 
Boniface II. 980 or 581 ap. The ecclesiastical result. Form in which 
the doctrine passed over to the Mediaeval Era. Double predestination 
taught by some teachers. Baptismal grace. Influence of Monasticism. 


APPENDIX. 
L. 
THE OLD ROMAN SYMBOL. 
(Probably before A.D. 140.) 

Ilioredw eis Oedv warépa wravroxparopa. 

Kai eis Xpurrov ‘Incodv, (tov) vidv abrod rév povoyev7, Tov KUptov 
paav, Tov yervnPevra éx mvevparos dyiov kat Mapias trHs wapbévov, Tov 
ért Ilovriov TWtAdrov cravpwhévra Kal rapévra, ry Tpiry quépa dva- 
ordvra éx (Trav) vexpov, dvaBavra eis robs otpavors, Kabnpevov ev Sega 
Tov matpés, dev épxerat kptvat! Lavras Kat vexpous. 

Kai eis mredpa ayov,* dyiav éxxAnoiav, dderw dpapriav, capKos 
dvdoracw. ‘“Apyy. 


II: 
THE SYMBOL OF CAESAREA. 


(Read by Eusebius at Nicaea, as the Creed used in his own training 
as a Catechumen and at his Baptism.) 


4 2 ¢ A l4 4 \ fal € a € “a 
Ilurrevoper eis éva Geov rarépa ravroxparopa, Tov Tay aravrwv Sparav 
e td A “A 
Te Kai doparwy mountyv. Kai eis eva xiptov Inootv Xpwrrdv, tov tov 
- a aA “~ ‘A 
Geod Adyov, Geov Ex Geod, pis ex gurds, Cunv ex Cuys, vidv povoyerh, 
MpwroToKov Taos KTiCEWS, TPO TAaVTWY TOV aldven éx TOD TaTpOs ‘yeyer- 
9 ld 
vynpevov, St ov Kal éyévero Ta mavrTa, Tov Su THY Huerépay cwrnplay 
capxwlevra Kai év avOpwrots roMrevodpevov, kal mabovra, Kal avacrayra. 
TH Tpiry Hepa, xat dveAOovra mpos Tov marépa, Kat novra mwadw év dof) 
kpivat Cavras Kat vexpovs. Tiwrrevopuev nat els &v rvetpa. aytov. 
, g \N ¢ , , 4 3 a 4 
[Tovrwy éxacrov eivat xai imdpyxew murrevovres, TaTépa aAnOas warépa. 
Kai viov GAnOGs vidv Kai mvedpa ayov ddAnOads avedpa ayov, xabas Kal 
5 Kvptos nuav drooté\Awy eis Tb KYpvypa Tots éavrod pabyras elie - 
, 4 4 \ 9% ld 3 AY 3 \ # 
mopevOevres padytetcare mavra Ta Ory, Bamrrilovres atrovs eis 7d Gvopa 
A N a“ fe) ‘ A 
TOU WATPOS Kal TOU viov Kal TOD dyiov TvEvparTos. | 


1 xplvew, Epist. Marc. 2 xal eis Td &ysov avedpua, 1d. 
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THE NICENE CONFESSION. 
(A.D. 325.) 
Tlurrevoper eis eva Oeov xarépa tavroxpdropa, Tavrwy éparav re Kal 
e ? A “ a 
doparwv rournyv. Kai eis va xvptov Incotv Xprorov rov viov Tov Oeov, 
, 8 a A A 
yerwnbévra éx rod zarpos povoyery, Tourécrw éx THs odcias Tov TaTpds, 
Gedv éx Geod, pws éx pwrds, Oedv aAnOwov ex Geod dAnPwoi, yervnPerra, 
ob ronfévra, Gpoovcvov ro tarpi, & ob ra mavta éyévero, Ta TE év TO 
.) A SY 4 > A a“ aA 1 - OA id e A Q > ‘4 y 8 “ , 
oupavw Kal ra éxt THS ys’ Tov Oe mas rovs avOpurrous Kat bua rHV 
npetépav curnpiav xaredOovra Kai capxwévra, évavOpwricavra, rabovra 
kat dvagravra 77, TpiTy Hepa, aveAOdvra eis otpavous, Kai épydpevov 
xptvas Cavras xat vexpovs. Kai eis ro aytov mvedpa. Tors 8 A€yovras ° 
> LG 3 2 Q ‘ a 3 > ,¢ 2 2 4 
NV MOTE OTE OVK Fv, Kai mpiy yevvynOnvar ovK Fy, Kat Gre E€ odx OVTWV 
2 2 A 3 eo? ¢€ 4 A > 7 , > “a by bl 
éyévero, H & érépas iroordcews 7 ovcias PacKovras elvat, } KTiTTOV 7 
tpexrov 7 dANowroyv Tov vidv Tov Deor, dvabepari{er 7 KaBodrAuKy éxxAn- 
cia. 
TV: 
THE NICENE-CONSTANTINOPOLITAN SYMBOL. 
(A.D. 381.) 
Iltorevopev cis eva Oedv warépa wavroxpdropa, rrotnriy ovpavod Kai 
”~ € la , \ 9: 4 ‘ i é , | A , 
Yis; Opatov re waytwy Kali aopatwv. Kai els eva xuptov Incow Xpioroy, 
Tov viov Tov Deod Tov povoyevy, Tov Ex TOD TaTpos yevvnGévTa wpOo TavTw 
Tav aluvuv, pas éx hwrds, Oeov dAnOivov ex Oeod aAnOwod, yevvyPéra, 
) , € , a , PN > @ ‘ s 2 2 . 8 5 > ¢ a 
ov mombevra, Guoovotov TH warpi, de ob Ta wavTa éyévero’ TOVAdL NMGS 
‘ € rf ‘ N Q e , 4 4 b] “” 3 “” 
Tovs dvOpunous kai da THY Hperépay cwrnpiay KareAOdvra éx THY Odpavaw 
Kat capxwhévra éx mvevparos ayiov xat Mapias rhs mapOévov Kai évav- 
Opwrjcavra, cravpwhevra re trip Huey éri Movriov MAadrov xat rafovra 
‘ , ae) , e y e 2 SA , \ 9 AO , 
Kal Tapévra Kal advagravra TH TPITH Hepa Kara TAs ypadas, Kai aveAPovra 
9 “A 3 c Q ? 2 fa) A 4_¢é A 4 > a 
eis TOUS Ovpavols, Kat Kabeopevov ex SeLiav Tod warpds, Kat wadw épxe- 
prevov pera Sofys xpivae Lavras Kal vexpovs* ov THs Baceias ovK erat 
4 .' 9 A aA N 9 A ¢ Q , bY > Le) 
té&Xos. Kai eis rd wvetpa rd aytov, TO Kiptov, TO Cwomouwv, TO éx TOU 
TAT POS ExTOPEVOPEVOV, TO TLV TATPL KAL VL DULTPOTKVVOU{EVOY Kal OUV- 
, Q “ 5 ‘ fe A > , « 7 6 x ‘ 
dofafdpevov, ro AaARoay bia tov wpodytav. eis pilav, ayiav, cafodAucdy 
Kat droorodxny éxxAnciav. dpodroyotpev ev Barricpa. eis apeow dpap- 
Tuy, mpovdoKapey avactracw vexpav Kat funy tov pédAovros aiwvos. 
> v4 
Apyv. 
1 Al, év tH yi 
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V. 
CHRONOLOGICAL ‘TABLE OF AUTHORS AND WRITINGS. 


1. Apostolic Fathers. Literature 

of the Sub-Apostolic Church. 

Clement of Rome, Epistle of, c. 96 
(85-115). 

Barnabas, Epistle of, c. 75? (70-79), c- 
119 (70-152). 

Didaché c. 100 (50-190). 

Ignatius, t 107-116 (107-c. 138). 

Polycarp, f 155, 156, 166. 

‘Epistle of, c. 110 or 111 (1907- 
117). 

Clement; Second Epistle of (= A Hom- 
ily, Author unknown) wr. not later 
than 140 (120-160). 

Hermas, Shepherd of, c. 140 (97-145). 

Papias, Fragments from, c. 135, (125- 
140) prior to c. 150. 

The Elders, Fragments from (preserved 
by Irenaeus), prior to c. 150. 

Epistle to Diognetus, before 140? (170 
-310). 


2. Ebionites, Gnostics, Montanists. 

The Nazarenes. 

Pharisaic Ebionites. 

Philosophising Ebionites [Colossian, 
Elkesaite (Alcibiades’ arrival at 
Rome 220-230), Clementine (Hom- 
ilies, Recognitions) original, 2d half 
of 2d century, worked over in 3d 
century ?)| 


Dositheus ? 

Simon Magus ? 

Simon of Gitta? (second century ?) 

Menander 

Cerinthns c, 88. (Ephesus, Syria ?) 

Saturninus (Saturnilus) c. 125 (An- 
tioch ) 

Carpocrates. 


Ophites (Cainites, Naassenes, Peratue, 
Sethites, Justin). 

Basilides, c. 120 ( Alexandria). 

Valentinus, c. 130 (Alexandria, Cy- 
prus, c. 140-c, 156, or later, at 
Rome). 

Ptolemaeus 


Heracleon Gol70: 


Cerdon, came to Rome c. 187-141. 
Marcion, came to Rome c. 138. 


Tatian [Gnostic after Justin’s death. | 
Bardesanes, t 223 (Edessa). 


Montanus, c. 157—. 
Prisca (Priscilla). 
Maximilla. 
Tertullian (became a Montanist c. 
199-203). 
3. Greek Apologists of the Second 
Century. 
Quadratus, c. 125. 
Aristides, c 140-145. 

Justin Martyr, tc. 165 (163-167). 
Writings, c. 150 (147-166, 138-167). 
Tatian, Oratio, 152-153, Diatessaron, c. 

170 (died c. 180). 
Athenayoras, c. 177. 
Theophilus of Antioch, 180-181. 


4. Later Greek Fathers and 
Teachers. 

Irenacus. t c. 2027 [born c. 126-130 (c. 
120-137); Adv. Haer. ¢. 180 (c. 175- 
189)]. 

Hippolytus ¢ 235 ? (190-235), 

ALEXANDRIAN SCHOOL. 

Clement of Alexandria ¢ v. 215? 2202 
(Head of the Alex. School c. 190- 
203). 


1 See Synopsis, pp. 18-19, for Monarchians, and pp. 30-32 for fuller list of 


leaders in the Arian controversy 
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Origen, 253 (185-) 
Heraclas, t 248. 
Dionysius, t 265. 
Theognostus, c. 2487 265? 
Achillas, f 312. 

Pierius, c. 282. 

Peter, ft 311. 

Didymus, t 395. 


ANTIOCHIAN SCHOOL. 

Lucian, ft 311. 

Diodorus, tf c. 394. 

*Chrysostom, t 407. 

Theodore of Mopsuestia, ft c. 428. 
Theodoret, t 457. 

Nestorius, t c. 440. 


Arius, t 336. 

Eusebius of Nicomedia, t c. 342. 
Macedonius, 341-360. 

Photinus, t not before 364. 
Acacius, t 366. 

Eunomius, t c. 396. 


Gregory Thaumaturgus, t after 264. 
Dionysius of Rome, f 269. 
Methodius, t 312. 

Alexander of Alexandria, t 325-26. 
Eusebius of Caesarea, t 340. 
*Athanasius, t 373 (c. 296-) 
Ephrem Syrus, tf c. 373. 

*Basil, t 379 (c. 329-) 

Cyril of Jerusalem, ft 386. 

Marcellus of Ancyra, f c. 389, 390. 
*Gregory of Nazianzus, t c. 390 (c. 325-) 
Gregory of Nyssa, ft 394 (c. 331-) 
Apollinaris of Laodicea, ft c. 382. 
Epiphanius, ft 403 (c. 310-). 

Cyril of Alexandria, f 444. 
Dioscorus, t 454. 

Leontius of Byzantium, 485-543. 
John of Damascuz, t c. 754 (c. 700-) 


Ngo-PLATONIC AND MYSTICAL. 
Synesius, f after 415 (c. 375-) 
Aeneas. of Gaza, c. 487. 
Pseudo-Dyonisius Areopagita, writ- 

ings of, c. 532, (480-520). 


oT 


Severus of Antiuch, tf c. 539. 
Julian of Halicarnassus, c. 539. | 
Sophronius of Jerusalem, 635. 
Sergius of Constantinople, t 638. 
Cyrus of Alexandria, f c. 641. 
Maximus the Confessor, t 662. 


5. Latin Apologists, Fathers, and 
Teachers. 


M. Minucius Felix, c. 166? c. 2802 
Tertullian, t 220-40 (c. 160 ?-) 
Cyprian ft 258 (c. 200 2-) 
Novatian, c. 256. 

Arnobius, f not before 303. 
Lactantius, f c. 330. 

Hilary of Pictavium, f 368. 
*Ambrose, f 397 (c. 340-). 
Rufinus, f c. 410 (c. 345-) 
*Jerome, f 420 (c. 346). 
*Augustine, t 430 (354-), 


Pelagius, t after 424. 
Coelestius, t after 481. 
Julian of Eclanum, t before 455. 


Marius Mercator, c. 429. 
Hilarius Prosper, 428. 
Prosper, f c. 455. 

Leo I., the Great, f 461. 
Avitus, f 523. 
Fulgentius, f 533. 
Caesarius, ft 542. 


Cassian, t 440-450 (b. 350-360). 
Vincent of Lirinum, f c. 450. 
Arnobius Junior, f¢ after 459. 
Faustus of Riez (Rhegium) fc. 485. 
Gennadius Massiliensis, { after 495. 


*Gregory I., the Great, t 604 (c. 540-) 
Cassiodorus, t c. 570? (c. 470-) 
Isidore of Seville ¢ 636. 

Honorius [., ¢ 638. 

Martin I. t 655. 

Agatho, f 682. 

Bede, + 735 (673-) 


ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS. 
PAGE 
2, line 33, after Loofs, add Seeberg, Fisher. 


3, 1. 5, for Christianity read the Christian Faith. 
5, 1. 16, insert B. before Chief ;— +b. read characteristics ;— 1. 31, 
read xyoovrat, 


] 

8, 1 

9, 1. 6, read Kai rovs zpodyras b¢ dyarapev. 

O, 1. 11, read (10) evayyéAtov(?), (7d) droorodAiKov. Supply BiBrLov; 

—1l. 18, omit period before Scriptural. 

11, 1. 37, read potentiorem. 

14-16, read §§25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31. 

16, 1. 5, after mundi insert ; sed substantia creatrix mundi ;— ]. 6, 
read spatia; ]. 35, for passion read Person. 

17, 1. 23, read cravpwhévra ;—]. 31, read pév. 

19, 1. 42, read BovAerar. 

20, 1. 6, read wavra dé Hv év air ;—!]. 9, insert — before Kai;—]. 34, 
insert ; before conditus ;—1. 41, read subsistentem ;—7b. 
insert — before ipsa. 

21, 1. 7, quoniam ;— 1]. 13. read ex before ipso; —1. 15, insert — 
before the first Aporrhoea;—7b. insert — before 
ATAVYAC p.0. 

22,1. 16, read 76 ébeornxevar ;—al. wad éavrdv ;—ib. tO dvroAdyw ;— 
}. 18, read atrocopia;— 1. 23, insert , before rov ;— 
1. 40, read tyros Te. 

23,1. 8, insert — after atra.; — lines 14—16, transpose to 1. 8 cita- 

tions from Sic to est, and insert them after avra.— ; — 
], 16. omit —;—1]. 20, read Otros dé ;—1. 40, transpose 
first vy to 1. 39. 

]. 11, read tAaarypiov ;—l]. 12, read dapynv;—l. 18, read codiav. 

]. 11, read capax; 1. 14, read igne ;—1. 15, read igne. 

1, 4, read aidsornre ; —1. 14, read viov;—2b. read véa.—1. 19, 

émty€yovev. 

28, 1. 35, read codiav. 

30, column 2, add Lucius (Adrianople in Thrace), 348 ;— col. 3 
]. 17, read 339. Antioch. T 

32, col. 3, 1. 4, read 357 ;—1. 15, read Nice (in Thrace). 

33, 1. 38, read yervnparuv. 

34, 1. 25, read Philippopolis ;—1. 39, read TavAov. 

35, 1. 20, read cvvdiarpiBovra ;—l. 36, for Oeov read viov. 

36, 1. 23, read abrod ; — 1. 29, read car’ ; —1. 31, for rod povoyevous 
Tov ék Tov TaTpos yeyevnuevys read év 7H warpl vooupévys 
ovolas onpavoupérys, Kat THs Cwns THS TOD povoyevols Tis 
éx TOU rarpos yeyevvnperyns ;—l|. 33. read ovota;—tb. omit 
tov ;—I. 35, for 559 read 359 ;—). 40, read rq. 

37, 1. 11, after otoias insert dvoza ;—l. 28, read cvvuraxovopévyy. 

38, 1. 11, read rov. 

39, 1. 7, for Semi-Ariaps read Homoeans. 

43, 1. 23, after empire insert , monasticism ; —1. 29, before Atten- 
dance insert Call and Purpose. 

44, 1. 6, for Justinian read Justin. 

50, 1. 88, for sit read scit. 

52, 1. 26, read Augustinians. 


2 
Z 


3, 
6, 
27, 
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